


Vare 
OVE 


not 
port 
d to 


yen- 


for- 
red 
and 
ivht 
yit 
.CO- 
Ses, 
ght 
and 
it of 
1 in 
fab- 
ude 
em- 
elf, 
nce 
for 
and 
nan 
ose 
ing 
the 
ade 
out 
fa 
ad, 
are 
vin 
er- 
| to 
Lee 
‘At- 
ind 
on- 
ich 
tin 
ide 
ap- 
ms 
the 
the 


>to 
hat 
the 
wy 
‘ry 
ras 
m- 
he 
C- 
to 
re- 


ve, 
at- 

as 
ri- 
all 
ler 


ith 
ble 


‘nt 


iT. 


rh 





THE OFFI 


~ 
~— 
— 
oa 
CO 
re | 
~ | 
ae | 
o- 
eo 
4. eo 
| & 
= 
i; == 
1 oy 
es] 
it aa 
i.e 


THIRTY-SEVENTH Coneress, 2p Session. 


WEDNESDAY, APRIL 30, 1862. 


OF CONGRESS, PUBLISHED BY JOHN C. 


RIVES, WASHINGTON, D. ¢. 


New Serues.....No. 116. 





floor, to the amount ofone million ninety-six thou- || 
d muskets, he stated deliberately that he never 
made a contract, when the book I have before me, 
which is Executive Document No. 67, containing 
all the contracts made for arms by the War De- 
artment, recapitulates and sums up the whole 
matter in these words: | 

Muskets and Rifles. | 
Contracts by order of Secretary of War....... 1,836,900 


sani 


Contracts by Chief of Ordnance. ....+sceeeeeree 64,400 | 

Contracts by order of Major General Fremont... 1,000 

Contracts by order of Major P. V. Hagner...... 1,500 |) 
—_—_—— | 
1,903,800 


This document, in the face of the solemn decla- 
ration of the then Secretary of War that he had 
never made one of these contracts, reveals con- 
tracts made by him, and by his order, to the 
amount of one million eight hundred and thirty- 
six thousand nine hundred muskets, and that upon 
the very day he made this statement—the 15th | 
day of January, two days after he had resigned, 
and while he was acting Secretary of War, and | 
while his nomination was pending in the Senate— | 
he put his hand to a contract for swords and 
sabers to an unlimited amount—all that the par- 
ties, resident in Philadelphia, could furnish in six | 
months; and this, too, against the protest of the | 
Chief of Ordnance, now before me in print. It || 
was a contract that had expired, or was about to | 
expire, by its limitation, and which the Chief of 
Ordnance refused to extend, and gave this reason 
for not doing so, addressed to the Secretary of 
War: 

* As regards the extension, I have to state that an ar- 
rangement has already been made for obtaining on pros- 
pective deliveries, one huudred and twenty-one thousand 
seven hundred and five swords and sabers ; and the unlim- | 
ited order to Messrs. Horstman was given only because of | 
short time to the deliveries of sabers of their own manu- | 
facture. I do not think an extension of the order is neces- 
sary or advisable. 

“ Respectfully, &c., 


peeereeil 


JAS. W. RIPLEY, 
** Brigadier General. 
“ Hon. Stmon Cameron, Secretary of War.”’ 


3eneath this is the extension of that contract 
by order of the Secretary of War, for four months; | 
and still beneath that, on the 15th day of Janu- 
ary, are these words: 
January 15, 1862. 

This order is extended for six months, from the termina- | 
tion of the time mentioned above. 

SIMON CAMERON, 
Secretary of War. 

Now, sir, it was this public statement of his, 
upon his responsibility asan officer of the Govern- | 
ment, to which | have referred, that induced a dis- 
tinguished Senator and colleague of mine, noble 
and generous-hearted, who would do no man any 
wrong,and who believesthatall men tell the truth, 
to urge, after having moved, the unanimgus con- 
firmation of this man, whose name was then be- 
fore the Senate, and to state, in words as kind to- 
wards me, his colleague in this House, as he was || 
capable of using, that he had the authority of this 
man, Simon Cameron, for stating that I was alto- 
gether mistaken when I said that these contracts 
had been made. 

Sir, the distinguished gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, says falsus in uno, falsus in omnibus. 
| wish to quote these two things together, and let 
my friend from Pennsylvania answer them in the 
light of the principle which he has laid down. 

I submit then that the charge of expending the 
public money as a reason why this committee | 
should be discharged comes with ill grace from 
the quarter from whence itcomes. Why, sir, who 
does not know, what all the papers stated, that 
political feuds were healed by horse contracts, | 
and that the healing of them was celebrated by a | 
great feast? I have once alluded to itmyself. 1 
am able now to state more particularly the details 
of the affair. It took four horse contracts each 
for one thousand horses to settle those old political 
feuds, and every one of those contracts cost the 
Government $100,000—$400,000 in four horse \| 
contracts; and let me tell you, Mr. Speaker, that | 
some of them were in men’s names who did not | 











|| somehow or other. 


| all about the antecedents of these parties, and pes 


| has it cost?’’ 


not need to be told to gentlemen who know so 
much about the way things are done as we do | 


here in this House, why it isand for whage benefit 
it is that large contracts are made in men’s names 
without their knowing anything about it. My 
distinguished friend from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 


from Pennsylvania, [Mr.Strevens,] that he would 
move to discharge the committee if it were only 
in order. The gentleman’s duties in this House 


|| and the duties of the committee have been of a 


STEVENS,] who, in the discharge of whatappeared | 


to be a high duty, protested against such a man 
as Simon Cameron going into the Cabinet, the 
papers say, graced that feast with his presence, 
and that these persons were, over this enter- 
tainment, celebrating the restoration of harmony 
among old political antagonists, and some of them 
certainly knew the consideration. It seems to me 
that the $400,000 should be saved to the Treasury 
It is a poor expenditure of 
the public money just at this time when it is used 
for no better purpose than to heal political feuds. 


These gentlemen enjoyed themselves, the papers || 


told us. 

Mr. STEVENS. 
me to ask him a question, as I do not very well 
understand his allusion. | suppose he is referring 


| to something not yet published; or is it to any- 


thing that has been published ? 

Mr. DAWES. | stated that it was published 
in all the papers. 

Mr. STEVENS. In his remarks about the 
horse contracts, does the gentleman refer to any- 
thing contained in the report of the committee ? 

Mr. DAWES. No, sir; not to anything pub- 
lished in the report. Lam speaking now of what 
is known to everybody. Itdid not take even the 
poor Van Wyck committee to find itout. (Laugh- 
ter.] The parties fell out over one of these ar- 
rangements and told of it; and I have only to say 
that at that particular time there was, according 
to the newspapers, great harmony among these 
men. I do not know whether the gentleman from 


Pennsylvania on my left, [Mr. Moorneap,] was | 


there or not. 
Mr. MOORHEAD. I would like to know why 


the gentleman refers to me. Ido not wish the 


mit him or any other gentleman, to put me ina 
false position. I want to know why he refers to 
me. 

Mr. DAWES. I did not know the gentleman 
was there, and therefore | would not say that he 
was there. 


Mr. MOORHEAD. Then why referto meat | 


all? What reason have you to suppose that I 
was there? 

Mr. DAWES. 
avowed himself at this moment, and under all the 
lights of the present day, an ardent advocate and 


official, 1 have been commenting upon, and I 


thought it was but natural he should be invited | 


to sucha feast. I hope he was not overlooked. 
{Laughter.] I have only to say that the papers 
described it as being a delightful occasion, but [| 
remembered, and I think the country remembered, 


the interrogatories, “‘why, and what for, and w 
I wonder they did not sing, as they 


~ 





The gentleman will allow | 





3ecause the gentleman has | 


| admirer of the man whose character, public and | 


different description. L have no disposition to 

| criticise his performance of his. I know the ability 

with which he discharges them. I know very well 

what lencounterinattempting to reply to his attack 

upon the committee. I have only to say, that his la- 
bors and the labors of the committee are yet to be 

appreciated. When the thumb-screws of the tax 

bill which the committee of which he is the head 

originated and passed through the House from the 

necessities of the times, so nicely adjusted, shall 
begin to reach the bones of the poor industrious, 
intelligent men of the country, and force from 
them so much of their hard earnings to replenish 
| the Treasury of the country, beggared and de- 
pleted as it has been during this war, then, I fancy, 
this report of ours will come to be read; then, I 
fancy, if his constituents are as intelligent as mine 
are—and I have nodoubt they are—they will ask 
him the question, and he will be compelled to an- 
swer it, ** where is all this money gone?”’? They 
| will want to know what was the need of putting 
out such lavish and unjustifiable contracts—con- 
tracts at such enormous and extravagant rates 
| that the owners of them are willing to discount 
what is estimated at $1,300,000 on a single con- 
| tract, and then save two anda half per cent, com- 
mission. ‘They will ask the question, and the 
committee of which I am an humble member, 
which has struggled all this time, while the gen- 
| tteman from Pennsylvania, impelled by the ne- 
cessities of the Government, has been racking his 
ingenuity to contrive how to reach the last farth- 
ing that can be reached to replenish the Treasury 
—itiis committee which has been placing their 
feeble efforts between the plunderers and the Treas- 
ury—are willing to abide that time. They are 
willing to let this book be read by the side of the 
| tax bill at any time, and more especially at that 


|| particular time when the clamps of the tax bill 
gentleman from Massachusetts, and I will not per- | 


shall be brought round about the industry and re- 

| sources of the country, and when my friend from 
Pennsylvania will be turning the screw. If the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Stevens] had 
made that motion, and if the House had adopted 
it, as | have no doubt they would have done that 
day, the committee then would have hailed itasa 
glorious deliverance from a mostunpleasant daty, 
which no one member of it had sought, but which 
no one felt himself at liberty to shrink from. 

1 say to him, therefore, that if he will make a 
motion to discharge the committee, and will give 
me the liberty of asking for the yeas and nays on 
his motion, that is all 1 desire. twill say to him, 
as an honored and leading member of the party 
to which I belong, that | am credited at home as 
being a sincere member of that party for princi- 
ple’s sake, and I am willing to do what within 
me lies to see the consummation and final preva- 
lence of those principles. Having devoted myself 


|, to them in the past, lam ready to do more for 


at | 


closed, those lines of the poet appropriate to each | 


of them: 


**T know not, I care not, if guilt’s in thy heart, 
1 but know that I love thee, whatever thou art.”? 


{[Laughter. } 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the ae Mr. Forney, its | 
| Secretary, announced that the ( 
| a bill (No. 75) to establish a line of steam mail 


ships between San Francisco, in California, and 


| Shanghae, in China, touching at the Sandwich 
Islands and Japan, in which he was directed to | 


ask the concurrence of the House. 


On motion of Mr. WASHBURNE, by unan- 


| imous consent, the bill was taken up, received its 
| first and second readings, and was referred to the 


Committee on Commerce. 
GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS—AGAIN. 
Mr. DAWES. Mr.Speeker,I havea word or 


enate had passed || 


them; but I tell him that when heasks this House 

to discharge a committee whose efforts are to put 
| themselves and this House between the Treasury 
and the plunderers of it, while he busies himself 
with making a tax bill to wrench out of the hard 
earnings of the people money to supply the leaks 
in the Treasury, he must, and I must, and the 
party to which we belong must, answer the ques- 
tion, why itis so? The book and the report of 
the evidence yet unpublished cannot be hid under 
| a bushel. 

The gentleman must remember that in the first 
year of a Republican Administration, which came 
into power upon professions of reform and re- 
trenchment, there is indubitable evidence abroad 
in the land that somebody has plundered the pub- 
lic Treasury well nigh in that single year as much 
as the entire current yearly expenses of the Gov- 
ernment during the Administration which the peo- 
ple hurled from power because of its corruption. 
Do not understand me as saying that your friends 
and mine are alone responsible for this plunder, 


know of it until the contracts were made. It does || two to say upon the suggestion of the gentleman || although we are in power and have the responsi- 
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bility of the administration of this Government. | 


My friends on the committee of different politics 
from me, wil! have the justice to say that the Re- 
publican party is not the only one that has partic- 
ipated in these plunders. I will not say on which 


party the greater amount of this plunder rests, | 
And yet we have got to answer for them and | 


justly, unless we put forth every effort in our 


power to prevent them, and unless we call these | 
men to a rigid and strict account. It will not be 


enough to say that we found that we had a com- 
mittee who had made a mistake about a man’s 
name; that we found that a blunder had been 
made in printing a man’s letter and the committee 
did not correct it, and that therefore we discharged 
that committee and proclaimed to these plunder- 
ers that they might go about their work without 
let or hinderance. 


lican party is not altogether responsible for plun- 
dering and profligacy, yet they cannot hold them- 
selves guiltless before the country if they shrink 
from every effort, if they fail to sustain the hands 
and quicken the zeal of the men who have put 
their strength and their life for the past six months 
to the work; even although they may have made 


a mistake—as doubtless they have many in this | 


large book; even although injustice to an indi- 
vidual may be, as probably it has been, committed 


in some instance; a committee which has been de- | 


voting itself by day to this work, and riding by 


night upon the cars, finding, while they are busy || 


at work, that arrows are sent after them from be- 


hind to undermine the confidence of the country | 


inthem; I say that this Republican party,to which || because of the absence of the chairman of the | 


Lac as devoted as my friend, cannot hold itself | 


guildess. 

1 hope the gentleman will take these words 
kindly from one whose political life, humble and 
unimportantas it )s,is bound up in the principles 
of that party. He has all to sacrifice for those 
principles, but he is irreconcilably hostile here and 
everywhere to the thieving, the stealing, and the 
plundering that characterizes the present time. 


those other men have lostconfidence in thiscommit- 
tee; and that in their opinion there is wonderful 
unanimity among all the public plunderers and 
their defenders throughout the country. I hope it 
is so. 1 should feel a distrust of the committee if 
I found that its course was agreeable to these 
men. The House and the country hold the com- 
mittee responsible for the truth and justice of what 
they say, and the country, sir, holds you and me 
and our friends responsible that we do nothing 
that shall tend to give the idea that we encouraged 
and countenanced this work. I proposed to speak 


plainly tomy friends, whetherthey hearor whether | 


they will forbear. ** Faithful are the wounds ofa 
friend, but the kisses of an enemy are deceitful.”’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understood, Mr. Speaker, 
when these resolutions were before the House 
some time since, that the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, (Mr. Stevens,| who recently submitted 
an amendment to the second of the series, desired 
to be heard on the subject. I see that he is now 
in his seat; and I rise tor the purpose of moving, 
if there be no desire to debate the matter further, 
the previous question on the adoption of such of 
these resolutions as itshall be understood may be 
acted on to-night. On the third resolution of the 
series which may be regarded as a censure on the 
manner in which military and naval supplies have 
been purchased, the chairman of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs [Mr. Sepawick) desires to be 
heard; and that gentleman is now absent in con- 
sequence of indisposition. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, The gentleman alluded 
to was present this morning, but left the House 
on account of indisposition, with the understand- 
ing that the resolution gn which he desired to be 
heard was not to be taken up. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is what I understood. 
I trust, therefore, that by unanimous consent the 
third and fourth resolutions, and that which has 
been submitted in connection with them and which 
involves the same subject, will be postponed; that 
the first resolution, which applies to the manner 
in which the Cataline was purchased, and to the 
whole of that transaction, in connection with 


been published, will be also passed over, leaving 
only open for the consideration of the House now 
the second resolution of the series and the inde- 


| had better be postponed. 


| to dispose of all the resolutions reported by them, | 


: | reports for reference is the business in order for 
Sir, | doubt not that Alexander Cummings and || 


| not know the order in which they were presented. 
| I donot, in fact, know what the second resolution 





; of the 24th instant as provides for the printing of twenty- 
which testimony has been taken that has not yet || 
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| diana, [Mr. Corrax.]} 


Mr. SHANKS. Does the gentleman propose 
to move the previous question now? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to say 

Mr. STEVENS. I suggest whether it is not 
proper for us to postpone action on the whole 
series of resolutions until we can proceed to vote | 
upon them all. I was unavoidably absent from | 





pendent proposition of the gentleman from In- | 


| the House this morning while the gentleman from | 


Massachusetts made most of his remarks; and I 
cannot, of course,answer them till I see them re- 
ported in the Globe. I hope, therefore, that the 
whole subject will be postponed till Monday, and | 
I make that motion. 


Mr. WASHBURNE. If my colleague on the 


committee [Mr. Hotman] does not propose to 


{ | speak upon the resolutions at this time, I suppose 
While it may be easily shown that this Repub- | 


they had better be postponed. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I propose to speak upon this 
second resolution if it is made the special subject 


| of debate, but not otherwise. 


Mr. WASHBURNE. If the gentléman from 


| Pennsylvania proposes to discuss the second res- 
_ olation, | presume he is prepared to do so to-day; 
| if not, then I see no objection to acceding to his 


request and allowing the whole subject to be post- 
poned until Monday. 


Mr. STEVENS. I think the whole subject 
Mr. WASHBURNE. I will simply suggest 


that the committee are ready now, or atany time, 


The suggestion that any of them be postponed is | 


Yommittee on Naval Affairs, who indicated a 
desire to be heard upon them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the desire is to postpone 
the whole subject until next Monday, I see no 
objection to it. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I desire to know what 
the business will be for Monday next? 

The SPEAKER. The call of committees for 


the morning hour. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. The point which I wish 
to reach is, whether there is any business for 
Monday which will prevent the consideration of 
these resolutions if they are postponed until that | 
time; whether there are any prior orders that will 
take precedence. 

The SPEAKER. There are no special orders 
set down for Monday, and nothing, so far as the 
Chair knows, after the morning hour, that would 
take precedence of these resolutions. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I move, then, to post- 
pone these resolutions until Monday. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I said I desired to debate 








| 
| this second resolution. I do not desire to debate | 
| itunless the gentleman from Pennsylvania presses | 


his motion to strike out a particular word in that 
resolution and substitute another. If he does, 
then I wish to assign reasons why the amendment 
should not be adopted. 

Mr. STEVENS. I have not looked at the res- | 


olutions since they were reported, and really do 





| 
is. I would suggest that it would be well enough 
to postpone the whole subject until Monday next, 
and then dispose of it. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I yield the floor for that pur- 
} 
} 


ose. / 
The resolutions were then postponed until Mon- 
day next. 
PRINTING OF FORTIFICATION REPORT. 
Mr. WALTON, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, submitted the following resolution; which 
was read, considered, and adopted: 


Resolved, That extra copies, two thousand bound and 
eight thousand in pamphlet form, of the report (No. 86) re- 
lating to fortifications and sea-coast defenses, be printed for 
the use of the members of the House. 


PRINTING IN GERMAN. 


Mr. WALTON, of Vermont. I am instructed 
by the Committee on Printing to report the fol- 
lowing resolution: 


Resolved, That so much of the resolution of this House 


five thousand copies of the Agricultural Report of 1861 in 
the German language be, and the same is hereby, rescinded. | 


Mr. WASHBURNE. [I rise to a question of | 
order. That subject has been disposed of, and | 














cannot be brought up again, except by a suspen- 
sion of the rules. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see ¢} 
that point of order can be raised. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move to lay the resolution op 
the table. 

Mr. COLFAX. I submit another point of 
order as to whether this matter has been referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. WALTON, of Vermont. There are now 
pending before that committee a large number of 
memorials upon this subject. The committee 
have, therefore, the right under the rules cer 
tainly to report upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the com. 
mittee have the right to report the resolution, 

Mr. WASHBURNE. Will the Chair direc 
the Clerk to read the rule which provides that 
when a matter has once been disposed of it is not 
in order to bring it up again? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know 
what rule the gentleman refers to. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I think there is such q 
rule. I move, however, to lay the resolution upon 
the table. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Ver. 
montis entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WALTON, of Vermont. I desire only to 
say that if the public printer proceeds to execute 
the order made yesterday, to print this document 
in the German language, the first step will be to 
employ a corps of German translators to translate 
the report into the German language. The next 
step required will be to furnish the Government 
Printing Office with a large quantity of type for 
the purpose of printing German, for | am informed 
that there is not a single font of German in the 
office; and the public printer must then procure a 
set of German printers to execute the work, 

The question then arises whether, if this class 
of citizens—and I admit that they are a most mer- 
itorious class-—are to have the Agricultural Report 
printed inGerman, they are notentitled also to have 
other documents printed for their use; whether 
we should not print the laws and the debates of 
Congress inGerman? [ would be willing to incur 
this expense for these German citizens if I would 
for anybody, but I submit the question whether 
we are to have a national language or not? 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I move to lay the reso- 
lution on the table. I am surprised that the gen- 
tleman from Vermont should bring this subject 
up again in this way. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I should like, if it be in 
order, to ask the question whether, in point of 
fact, we have any legal language or not? 

The SPEAKER. To answer the question 
would be in the nature of debate, which is not in 
order during the pendency of the motion to lay 
the resolation on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask for the yeas and nays 
upon that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 40, nays 71; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aldrich, Allen, Arnold, Ashley, Babbitt, 
Beaman, Francis P. Blair, Blake, Chamberlin, Colfax, 
Davis, Fisher, Granger, Gurley, Hanchett, Holman, Hutch- 
ins, Julian, Kuapp, Leary, Mitchell, Moorhead, Morris, 
Noble, Odell, Olin, Patton, Potter, Price, Riddle, Shanks, 
William G. Steele, Trowbridge, Voorhees, Ward, Wash- 
burne, Albert 8S. White, Chilton A. White, Wilson, Win- 
dom, and Worcester—40. 

NAYS—Messrs. Joseph Baily, Baker, Baxter, Biddle, 
Bingham, Samuel 8. Blair, George H. Browne, William G. 
Brown, Bufttinton, Burnham, Calvert, Casey, Clements, 
Cobb, Frederick A. Conkling, Roscoe Conkling, Crisfield, 
Crittenden, Diven, Duell, Dunn, Eliot, Eugtish, Fenton, 
Fessenden, Franchot, Frank, Gooch, Goodwin, Grider, 
Hall, Harding, Harrison, Hickman, Francis W. Kellogg, 
Kerrigan, Lansing, Lehman, Loomis, McKnight, Mc Pher- 
son, Mallory, May: Maynard, Menzies, Anson P. Morrill, 
Justin 8. Morrill, Nixon, Norton, Timothy G. Phelps, Pike, 
John H. Rice, Edward H. Rollins, James 8. Rollins, Shef- 
field, Shellabarger, Shiel, Smith, John B. Steele, Stevens, 
Benjamin F. Thomas, Francis Thomas, Trimble, Van 
Vaikenburgh, Vibbard, Wall, E. P. Walton, Weoster, 
Woodruff, and Wright—71. 


So the resolution was not laid on the table. 


Mr. WALTON, of Vermont. I ask for the 
previous question on the resolution. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. WASHBURNE called for the yeas and 
nays upon the adoption of the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. WASHBURNE called for tellers on the 
veas and nays. 
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Tellers were not ordered. 
The resolution was adopted. 


Mr. WALTON, of Vermont, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the resolution wasadopted; || 


and also moved to lay the motion to Feconsider 
on the table. : 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL SUB-TREASURY CLERKS. 


sent, introduced a bill to provide a further cler- 


ical force for the office of the Assistant Treasurer | 


of the United States at St. Louis, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time. 
Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, moved that it be re- 


ferred to the Committee on Public Expenditures. || 


Mr. WASHBURNE moved to refer it to the 


Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I will say to the 


gentleman thatthe Committee on Public Expend- 
jtures have reported a similar bill for the sub- 
Treasury at Boston. 


Mr. WASHBURNE. I will withdraw my 


motion . 


Mr. STEVENS. I ask the gentleman from | 


Missouri whether we have not already made an 


appropriation for additional clerical force at the 
sub-Treasury in St. Louis? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. This is to legalize 
their employment. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee 
on Public Expenditures. 


OHIO RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr. HUTCHINS, by unanimous consent, pre- 


sented the joint resolutions of the Legislature of 
Ohio in relation to rebel officers and other prison- 
ers of war at Columbus and Camp Chase; which 
were laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. COX, (at three o’clock and 


thirty-five minutes, p. m.,) the House adjourned 
until Monday next. 





IN SENATE. 
Monpay, -4pril 28, 1862. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SuNDERLAND. 
The Journal of Friday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
SLAVE OWNERS IN THE DISTRICT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore \aid before the 
Senate the following communication from the Sec- 
retary cf the Interior: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
WASHINGTON, April 24, 1862. 
Sir: In pursuance of a resolution of the Senate of the 
18th instant, | herewith transmit a list of slaves and persons 
holding slaves in the District of Columbia, indicating the 
ages of those held to service and their distribution in the 


cities of Washington and Georgetown and the county of 


Washington. 

As this record, after the lapse of twenty months, may not 
present a correct statement of the present or very recent 
relation of the free population to that of the slave, and as 
it exposes the private affairs of individuals, to publish which 
would be inconsistent with the authorized representations 
of the census taken, I would respectfully suggest the in- 
quiry whether it would be proper to print it for circulation. 

| have the honor to be, with great respect, your obedient 
servant, CALEB B. SMITH, Secretary. 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 

Mr.SUMNER. It seems to me advisable that 
this communication should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Sen- 
ator make that motion? 

Mr. SUMNER. I make that motion, and in 
making it I will add one remark. In offering the 
resolution I did the other day, I felt that I was 
doing a good service to the commissioners who 
would have to carry out our recent emancipation 
act, and I felt also that I was helping to obtain 
means to correct the abuses which might take 
place in anticipation of that act. I was sorry to 
hear of efforts during the last few weeks to run 
able-bodied slaves out of the District. Slavery 
is often called a patriarchal institution, and I was 
anxious to see how many of the patriarchs in this 
District, in avoidance of the action of Congress, 
had transported slaves beyond the reach of its be- 
neficent power. Such an outrage ought to be ex- 
pesed. I confess that I can find no good reason 
for any delicacy towards persons guilty of such 
conduct, and lam sure that freedom and truth will 
both be gainers when itis laid bare. It seems to me 
that the object proposed was important. These 


statistics should be ane before the Senate, if 


not before the country. They will be needed by 
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the commissioners, and I am sure they will do 
something to illustrate the character of slavery. 
3ut I do not desire that my own views on this 
subject should be adopted by the Senate unless 
they shall have the sanction of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and I therefore move 
that the communication be referred to that com- 


| ittee, which I am sure will do what is best. 
Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, by unanimous con- 


The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. | desire, rather at the re-_ 


quest of another, to say that it would be advisable 
to have this paper delivered at once to the chair- 
man of the commission, and I think that would 
be a better disposition of the paper than to refer 
it toacommittee. I do not think it ought to be 


published; it would be a violation of the rule and | 


custom to publish personal information obtained 
in census reports. I think, therefore, if it is in 
order, it would be better to deliver the paper itself 
to Mr. Vinton, aschairman of the commission, and 


| if that is satisfactory to the Senator from Massa- 


chusetts, I will make the motion. 


Mr. SUMNER. It seems to me that upon the 


whole the question had better be committed to 


| our Committee on the District of Columbia, who 


are familiar with this subject, familiar also with 
the character of the District. I should cheerfully 
follow any conclusion at which that committee 
might arrive. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘The reference 
has been ordered, and the subject is not before 
the Senate, and cannot be, without a reconsidera- 
tion of that vote of reference. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a me- 
morial of the Unien Merchants’ Exchange of St. 
Louis, praying for the construction of a ship 
canal between Lake Michigan and the Missis- 
sippi river; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs and the Militia. 

Mr. NESMITH presented the petition of Wil- 
liam S. Ladd, Alexander Dodge, and J.G. Hust- 
ter, board of pilot commissioners for the Colum- 
bia bar and river, in the State of Oregon, praying 
that an act may be passed declaring that sea-going 
ships, though navigated by steam and carrying 
pilots licensed under the act of 1852, shall not by 
construction of that act be exempted from the 
operation of State laws respecting harbor pilot- 
age; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. LATHAM presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of Califurnia, in favor of the estab- 
lishment of a daily mail from the town of Cuison, 
Nevada Territory, to Aurora, California, and the 
establishment of a post office at Aurora; also an 
extension of the present tri-weekly mail route be- 
tween the city of Sacramento and Lancha Plana, 
terminating at Sonora; and also the establishment 
of post offices at Brushville, Salt Spring Valley, 
ialeiinasanedies in the county of Calaveras, and 
at Jefferson ville,inthe county of Tuolumne; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. COLLAMER presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Hyde Park, Lamoille county, Vermont, 
praying that the ‘* freedom of speech and the press 
shall not be abridged,’’ and that ‘* the New York 
Caucasian and all other Democratic papers now 
excluded from the mails, in the loyal States, have 
the same privileges as those by the Republican 
and abolition papers;’’ which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 

Mr. KING presented a petition from citizens 
of New York, praying for the adoption of such 
measures ‘‘as will insure emancipation to all the 
people throughout the whole land, and thus com- 
plete the work which the Revolution began;”’ 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 


gany county, New York, praying for the estab- 


lishment of a mail route from Scio to Bolivar, in | 


that county; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


lyn and a petition of citizens of the city of New 
York, praying for the passage of a general uni- 
form bankrupt law; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of citizens 
of New London, Connecticut, praying for the 
adoption of such measures ** as will insure eman- 
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cipation to all the people throughout the whole 
land, and thus complete the work which the Rev- 
olution began;’? which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a memorial of manufac- 
turers of tobacco in the city of Covington, Ken- 
tucky, praying that the proposed tax on tobacco 
may be reduced to five cents per pound; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COWAN presented a petition of citizens 
of Philadelphia, praying that the republic of Li- 
beria may be recognized and treated with as an 
independent nation; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. WADE presented three petitions of citi- 
zens of Ohio, praying that the direct tax neces- 
sary to carry on the war and to support the Gen- 
eral Government may be apportioned among the 
several States according to their population, and 
suggesting that the tax should have an equal and 
uniform bearing on all citizens and classes; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri, presented a me- 
morial from the Union Merchants’ Exchange of 
St. Louis, praying for the construction of a ship 
canal from St. Louis to Chicago; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 


ARMY SIGNAL CORPS. 

Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. [ am di- 
rected by the Committee on Military Affairs and 
the Militia, to whom was referred House bill No. 
352, to provide for the organization of a signal 
corps to serve during the present war, to report it 


| back, with a recommendation thatitdo not pass; 


and I move the indefinite postponement of the bill. 
I wish simply to state, as a reason for this mo- 
tion, that the Government now has the power to 
detail the proper officers to perform this duty. 
This bill provides for the creation of three cap- 
tains for each department of the service, one first 
lieutenant for each division of the Army, and two 
lieutenants for each brigade, which would make 
about four hundred captains and first and second 
lieutenants. I am sure that, in the present condi- 
tion of the country, such a bill ought not to pass 
Congress, and therefore I move its indefinite post- 
ponement, 
The motion was agreed to. 


MIDSHIPMEN FOR THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. DIXON submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: . 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be di- 
rected to inquire into the propriety of providing by law for 
the appointment of acting midshipmen at the Naval Acad- 
emy trom the District of Columbia, in the manner now pro- 


vided for each congressional district, and that they report 
by bill or otherwise. 


HARPER'S FERRY ARMORY. 


Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. I submit 


the following resolution, and ask for its present 
considerations 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, 


| requested to inquire into the present condition of Harper’s 


Ferry armory, Jefferson county, Virginia, what damage has 


| been done thereto during the existing rebellion, by whom 


so done, and by what authority, the value of the United 
States property there in its present condition, the amount 
of money necessary to repair said damage, and whether it 
is expedient to repair and restore the said armory to be 
employed as heretofore. 

I wish simply to say that the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. Witvey] the other day submitted 
a resolution asking the Committee on Military 
Affairs to make this investigation. On reflection 
the committee came to the conclusion that it would 


| take several days to make the proper examina- 
| tion so as to he of any value; they therefore de- 


cided to call on the Secretary of War to make the 
investigation and report it toCongress. __ 
The resolution was considered by unanimous 


os “er I] greed to. 
He also presented a petition of citizens of Alle- consent, and ag 


REPORT OF CAPTAIN MAYNADIER. 
Mr. NESMITH submitted the following res- 


'| olution; which was considered by unanimous con- 


fs nt: || sent, and agreed to: 
Healso presented a petition of citizens of Brook- || : I" 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to trans- 
mit tothe Senate the report of Henry E. Maynadier, captain 
of the tenth infantry, of his operations in conducting an es- 
cort for emigrants to the Pacific coast in the year 1861, from 


Owaha City to Fort Walia-Walla. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 
Mr. POMEROY asked, and by unanimous con- 


| sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
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287) supplementary to * An act for the examina- 


tion of drugs, medicines, &c.,”’ approved the 26th 
of June, A. D. 1848; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A message from the President of the United 


THE: CO 


| humanity—as we treat convicts in the penitentiary and || 
But the fact is, they appear || 


States by Mr. Hay, his Secretary, announced that | 


the President had approved and signed, on the 25th | 


instant, the following acts and joint resolution: 
An act (S. No. 106) to authorize the district 


court of the United States for the northern dis- || 


trict of California, to hear and determine upon its | 


merits the claim of Pedro Chaboys to a certain 


tract of land in California called La Posa San Juan 


Jautista, 


An act (S. No. 248) for the relief of the own- 
ers, officers, and crew of the Danish bark Jorgen 


Lorentzen. 

A resolution (S. No. 26) explanatory of, and 
in addition to, the act of June 3, 1856, ** granting 
public lands to the State of Wisconsin to aid in 
the construction of railroads in said State.’’ 

REBEL PRISONERS AT CAMP CHASE. 

Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. I move to 
take up, with a view to move their reference to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, the resolutions 
of the Legislature of Ohio, which were presented 
on Friday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from Massachusetts moves that the Senate now 
proceed to the consideration of certain resolutions 
presented by the Senator from Ohio [Mr, Suer- 


man] from the Legislature of Ohio at the last sit- || 


ting of the Senate. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. I move to 
refer the resolutions to the Committee on Military 
Affairs and the Militia. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to make a brief 
statement for the information of the committee 
before the motion to refer is decided. ‘The treat- 
ment of the negroes who were taken at Fort Don- 
elson and New Madrid and the treatment of the 
officers who are prisoners in Columbus has cre- 
ated a great deal of excitement in Ohio, probably 
an undue excitement. I wish, therefore, to place 
the committee in possession of all the information 


| have on the subj ct before they acton it. Lhave | 


a letter from a Democratic member of the Legis- 
lature to a colleague of mine in the other House, 
in which he says: 

* The consideration shown the rebel prisoners here is a 
source of mortification and shame to the loyal men, Our 
hotels are full of rebel officers in full uniform gathered in 
groups cracking their jokes, apparenuy as happy as the hap- 
piest. [ think it is quite a contrast to the condition of our 
prisoners in their hands,”’ 

I ask the Seeretary to read a short editorial 
statement, published in the Columbus Journal of 
last Wednesday, which is the leading Republican 
paper at the capital, 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

*Cotomacs Turnep Over To Secesu.--We do not 
know how it happens, nor by whose order it comes to pass, 


7. 


—@- “2 

inals. They have been taken with arms in their hands, 
fighting to overthrow our republican form of government. 
The precious blood of the young men who have fallen in 
this war, fighting under the star spangled banner, has been 
shed by them, and others like them. Allover the land are 
homes made desolate by them. They should be treated with 


vagrants in the watch-houses. 
to be received at Columbus with distinguished considera- 
tion. They are permitted to visit the town, and swell about 


the hotels, where they write themselves down as of the | 


confederate States of America. They prow! about the bar- 
rooms, drink the mean whisky for which Columbus is fa- 
mous, and condescend to make acquaintance among the 
poor white trash of the North, who fawn upon them. They 
order new confederate uniforms, and talk treason publicly, 
as rampantly as if in Richmond.” 


Mr. SHERMAN. 
people of Ohio are humane people. They do not 
desire these prisoners to be badly treated; on the 


contrary, they wish them to be well taken care of; | 
but it is manifest that the very liberal conduct of | 
the officers of the Government to the prisoners | 


there is exciting a warm, bitter hostility against 
them, and itis better—better for the prisoners and 
certainly better for the people there that they 


should be confined under some proper restraints. 


The idea of our prisoners running at large in this 


way in Richmond, Charleston, and New Orleans || 


would never be tolerated for a moment. 

I desire now in regard to the negroes at Camp 
Chase to have an extract from the Cincinnati 
Gazette, another leading organ from our State, 
read—read to show that some arrangements have 
already been made to dispose of them. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

“Tne Necroes at Camp Cuase.—Governor Tod has 
been given full authority as to disposal of negroes (former 
slaves) confined in Camp Chase. His plan has been com- 
mitted to the wise diseretion of Colonel Moody, who is 
gradually providing for the unconditional release of such 
negroes in small squads, instead of letting them all Joose at 
one time. Some have already been dismissed. 

**'The Camp Chase prisoners are in commotion to-day; 


those out on parole temporarily here, getting clothes, have | 


extended their parole to appear at the cars at eight o’clock, 
a. m., to-morrow, to repair to Johnston’s Island, Sandusky. 
Lieutenant Colonel McGroarty commands the escort of 
over two hundred of these rebel prisoners to-morrow. It 


|| includes the field officers captured recently at Island No. 


but itis nevertheless a fact that our city is turned over to | 
*secesh’ to such a degree as to.make our streets and ho- | 


tels more resemble Richmond than a loyal city of the North- 
west. A stranger happening in at our hotels, in view of the 
swarms of rebel uniforms and the fieree utterance of rebel 


oaths and threats, might fancy himself setdown at the cap- || 


ital of Jeff Davis’s dominions, instead of at the capital of 
Ohie. 


red-handed, from the butchery of our friends and kindred, 
and who are still ‘ breathing forth threatenings and slaugh- 


Why such a number of men, who have just come, | 


ter’ against us and our Government, should be indulged | 


with the privilege of swaggering and gasconading through 
our streets and in our public resorts, we cannot compre- 
head. 
stant insults to which, as loyal people, they are subjected 
by these flaunting popinjays in rebel uniforms, with burn- 
ing indignation against the authorities, whoever they are, 
that give them license to preach treason in our midst under 
the protection of a parole. The matter has become a pos- 
itive nuisance, and if not abated by the proper authorities 
the people will ere long take the business of its abatement 


We know that our whole community feel the con- | 


into their own bands. When that time comes, let ‘secesh’ | 


or ‘any other man’ stand from under.” 


Mr. SHERMAN, I will alsoask to have read 
a short extract from an editorial in the Daily Com- 
mercial of Cincinnati, which is known to be a 
paper eXtensively circulated in Ohio, and of great 
Innhuence, 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

“The rebel prisoners who have their quarters at Camp 
Chase have been guilty of the gravest crimes recognized 
by law and known to society, or it is a great wrong to de- 
prive them Inany degree of their personal liberty. In the 
judgment of the loyal pedple of the nation, they are crim- 





10, and some of those taken at Forts Donelson and Henry, 
and a few captains. Ex-Congressman Avery, of Memphis, 
is one of the number. 


‘© On Saturday two hundred and fifty more will be sent | 
up to Johnston’s [sland, being remainder of thé captains and | 


lieutenants, with a few exceptions. A tew are continued 
in Columbus under temporary parole, 

“Governor ‘Tod has well nigh been overwhelmed with 
written and personal solicitations to grant paroles to the 
rebel officers at Camp Chase. Loyal Union men of the 
South have been appealed to most urgently, sometimes by 
real rattlesnake secessionist prisoners, to aid their applica- 
tions to Governor Tod for liberal treatment by parole, &c. 

“Governor Tod to-day allowed a loyal Union man of Ken- 


tucky, Mr. Smith, to take back to Lexington his adopted | 


son, a grandson of Henry Clay, and son of Colonel Henry 
Clay who was killed in the Mexican war. 
prisoner would soon die.”? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have nothing further to 
add, Mr. President. Iam willing that this mat- 
ter should be referred. I think the executive 


authorities who have charge of it ought certainly | 


to put an end to the complaint that has been made 
about the negroes in Ohio, and also about the 
prisoners, These negroes are as free as you or I; 
they are made free by the act of last session. 


| They were found in Fort Donelson in the service 


of the enemy, and as a matter of course are made 
free by law, if the law is operative, and they ought 


| to be discharged, in fact they ought never to have 
| been removed. In regard to the prisoners, if they 


are now placed under the charge of the Governor of 


| Ohio, as it would seem from the last extract read, 


Ihave no doubtthey will be removed to Johnston’s 
Island, a healthy place, where they can be kept 
in safety until exchanged or released, 

The motion to refer was agreed to. 


SECURITY TO KEEP THE PEACE. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to take up forcon- 
sideration Senate bill No. 266, a bill for the more 
convenient enforcement of the laws of the United 
States concerning security to keep the peace, and 
for good behavior. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. Its 
first section provides that the commissioners who 
now are, or may hereafter be, appointed by any 
circuit court of the United States with authority 
to arrest, imprison, or hold to bail for crimes or 
offenses against the laws of the United States, 
shall have and exercise the same powers as judges 
of the respective district courts of the United | 
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As a matter of course the | 


This young | 
| Henry Clay is seriously sick, and if he remained as rebel | 





April 28 








’ 

| States to hold to security of the peace and for 

|| good behavior in cases arising under the Congij. 
tution and laws of the United States. 

The second section provides that all bail bonds 
in criminal tases, and bonds to keep the peace and 
for good behavior, shall, from their date until they 
|| are discharged, be a lien upon all the real estate 

of the respective principals in the bonds, situate 
within the State where the bonds respectively are 
taken. — 

The Committee on the Judiciary proposed to 
| amend the bill by striking out the second section 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended 
and the amendment was concurred in. The bili 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third readins 
and it was read the third time. - 

Mr. HOWARD. I call for the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. [am inquired of all around 
| me what this billis. It is a bill of about half 
dozen lines, of a single section, authorizing the 
| commissioners appointed by the United States 
| courts, who are now vested with authority to hold 
persons charged with criminal offenses to bail, 
also to require security for good behavior and to 
keep the peace, the same as judges of the United 
States courts have power todo. The bill is asked 
for by our officers in the States of Missouri and 
Kentucky chiefly. They think it important that 
the commissioners appointed by the circuit court 
should have the authority to hold to security to 
keep the peace and for good behavior the same as 
the judges have. The commissioners now have 
that authority so far as criminal offenses are con- 
cerned. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to hear that 
bill read, if it be in order to call for the reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has 
just been read, but the Chair will take it to be the 
sense of the Senate that it be again read. No 
objection being made the bill will be again read at 
length. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. HALE. Iam glad that attention has been 
called to this bill, although it is a very harmless 
one on the face of it. Lam opposed to it and to 
all laws that are connected with it, as being in 
cross violation of the Constitution of the United 
States. The first section of the third article of the 
Constitution reads as follows: 

** The judicial power of the United States shall be vested 
in one Supreme Court, and in such inferior courts as the 
Congress may from time to time ordain and establish.” 








These commissioners are no court; they are not 
provided by the Constitution; they are not ap- 
pointed by the President. If this is not ** judicial 
power’’ that they exercise in judging whether an 
alleged criminal ought to give security to keep the 
peace and ought to give security for good beha- 
vior, I do not know what a judicial question can 
be. It isa question peculiarly, eminently, and 
exclusively judicial. It calls for the weighing of 
evidence, for determining whether the respondent 
is of such a character, and whether the facts proved 
are of such a nature that he ought to be required 
to give security for his good behavior; and if they 
adjudge that he shall give security for his good 
behavior, they have power of imprisoning and of 
fining, the same power that a judge of the United 
States court has. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Not of fining. 

Mr. HALE. Yes, they may fine. They “ shall 
have and exercise the same powers as judges of 
the respective district courts of the United States 
to hold to security of the peace and for good be- 
havior,’’ and if parties do not give that security, 
they may imprison them, and imprison them at 
pleasure. If any gentleman here can state a ju- 
dicial question if that is not one, I will give up; 
for I do not know what pertains to a judicial ques- 
tion if that is not one. I will go further; I will 
take no advantage; I think the whole business of 
these commissioners is in direct violation of the 
Constitution. They have exercised in the State 
of Massachusetts and in various States the most 
important judicial functions that could possibly be 
exercised. They have torn the citizen from the 
ine of the laws of one State and consigned 

im to a horrible slavery in another State by vir- 
tue of this assumed and unconstitutional power. 
It is a power that I have always resisted in my 
humble sphere of action and always will resist as 
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a cross violation of the Constitution of the United 


States. 


Mr. McDOUGALL. Does the Senator from 


New Hampshire undertake to say that a grand 
jury exercises ‘ judicial power ** in the sense of the 


‘Constitution—that an inquest which does not go | 


into judgment is the exercise of judicial power? 
The grand juries in all the States inquire into facts 
pre liminary to judgment, and upon their informa- 


tion in regard to prima facie cause an arrest is made 


and the party is held to bail. They have none of | 
the characteristics of a jadicial tribunalin the sense | 
of the Constitution, for nothing they do enters into | 
judgment; it is mere preliminary action. No grand | 


jury is a court. The United States courts have 


vrand juries; they inquire; on their inquest a war- | 


rant runs. 7 j ’ 
son might dispose of all the grand juries in the 


Now the gentleman for the same rea- | 


United States. I understand that judicial power | 
is that which when exercised enters into judgment | 


and determines the rights of the party. ‘This does 
not do so. So far as 1 am concerned, I approve 


the measure; it will give us legitimate, open, legal | 


proceedings, in place of the exercise of unconsti- 
tutional power. 

Mr. HALE. With all respect to the Senator, 
the case which he puts is not analogous. 
grand jury is a part of the court. The proceeding 
is in court. 
take their oaths in court. 
charged by the court. 


They are instructed, 
The grand jury is a part 


The | 
| passage of such a bill. 
The grand jury are organized and | 


of the machinery of the court, justas much as the | 


judge or the petit jury. Buthere isa tribunal out- 
side of the court, a commissioner appointed, and 


he adjudges a man to prison; he adjudges him to | 


give security of the peace or to go to jail. How 
long may he keep him in jail? And when aman 
is committed by one of these commissioners, to 


whom shall he apply for relief? The thing is of | 


dangerous precedent, and | hope the Senate will 
not pass the bill. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. Iask the Senator from 
New Hampshire whether the judge presiding 
where the grand jury is organized has any control 
over their finding a bill or ignoring a bill? 

Mr. HALE. Ofcourse not. Neither does he 
over the petit jury. He has nocontrol over them. 
The courts have cognizance of the grand jury; 


they order their time of sitting and rising gener- | 


ally; and if a witness is guilty of contempt in re- 


| this bill. 


| cessary law in all the border States. 


cers. I suppose we may confer it upon the clerks. | 
Indeed I am informed by the Senator before me, | 





{[Mr. Fosrer,] that the clerks of the courts now || unanimously recommended by them. 





Representatives, relating to naval contracts, that 
has been examined by the Naval Committee, and 
I move to 


exercise the power to hold parties to security of || take it up, and put it on its passage. It is House 


the peace; and the idea of scaring up a constitu- 
tional principle that is to be violated by this bill 
had never once occurred to me. It is not at all 
like the provision of the fugitive slave law, allow- 
ing commissioners to decide whether a person is 
a fugitive or not. Thereis a remedy. They can- | 


not hold a person in prison indefinitely, as the || 


Senator from New Hampshire suggests, for it | 
would be competent for the party at any time to 
apply, by writ of habeas corpus, to the judge of the 
court to be discharged if a commissioner improp- 
erly confined him because he would not give se- 
curity to keep the peace. The bill is sought for 


by our loyal friends in the border States, as | think | 
the Senator from Kentucky will bear me witness. | 
Probably he has been written to on the same sub- | 


ject. Thatis the whole scope and design of the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS. A single word, sir, in relation to 
It will not only be a useful, but a ne- 
The circuit 
judge of the circuit of which Kentucky is a part, 
and the district judge and the district attorney for 
that district, have all written to mein favor of the 
The object is to give a 
summary power against traitors and hold them to 
bail for treason by the action of the United States 
commissioners. There is nothing at all, [ think, 


| 


| 


j 
i 
| 


joint resolution No. 66. 

Mr. KING. I desire to state that I was in- 
structed by the Military Committee to move at 
one o’clock or thereabouts that the Senate go into 
executive session. As that hour has all but ar- 
rived, | hope the Senator will not press his motion. 

Mr. HALE. This will not occasion debate. 

Mr. KING. I apprehend that it will, I make 
my motion now, if it is in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
must put the question on the motion of the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the joint resolution (H. R. No. 66) authorizing the 
| Secretary of the Navy to discharge contractors 
| with his Department when they have furnished 
| the amount estimated in their contracts, and fifty 





per cent. additional. 
It proposes in all cases where parties holding 





contracts with the Navy Department have fulfilled 
| the same to the estimated amount of the contracts, 


|| and fifty per cent. additional, to empower the Sec- 


in the objection of the Senator from New Hamp- | 


shire. Why, sir,in every case in the State courts 
r ¥ r 7 . 

of Kentucky, a party plaintiff who wishes to hold 

the defendant or defendants to bail goes into the 


| clerk’s office, he makes a particular affidavit, and 
| upon that affidavit an order of arrest is issued by 


the clerk to hold the party against whom the affi- 
davit is made to bail. It is a common case. 
Mr. CLARK. The Senator will pardon me. 


In the State of New Hampshire a man is not re- 


| quired to go to the clerk. He may go to any jus- || 
| tice of the peace and get such an order holding | 


the man to the next session of the court, and then 
the court judge finally. Perhaps the difficulty 
may be here that the commissioner may have final 


. r . . 
| jurisdiction, and there may be no appeal to the 


fusing to answer before the grand jury, the grand | 
jury, report the case to the court, and the court 


take summary measures upon it. The grand jury 
is partof the court, just as much as the petit jury 
or the judge. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. There is an unnecessary 
sensitiveness about this bill. Certainly my friend 


from New Hampshire has discovered something | 


that I do not think exists in the bill. I do not 
care whether the bill passes in this farm or passes 


at all, except as it may be thought to be useful in |) 


this emergency in the country to have the author- 
ity somewhere, a little more extensive than it now 
exists, to hold parties to security to keep the 
peace. Thecommissionersalready appointed have 
authority to take bail in criminal cases, and the 
judges of the United States courts have authority 
everywhere to take security to keep the peace. 
There is but one judge of the United States in 
Kentucky. He, I think, resides at Louisville. 
The people of Kentucky, quite a number of them, 
have written tome. I have had letters from the 
judge on the subject; I have also had letters from 
the judges in Missouri on the subject; and the at- 
tention of the committee was called to the matter 
by the Attorney General, who thoughtit might be 
desirable to have the authority of the commission- 
ers to hold to bail extended so as to embrace the 
cases designated by this bill. Now, if the Senator 
from New Hampshire would rather confer the 
power eos any other officers than the commis- 
sioners, | have no objection to designating any 
other officers. It was supposed by parties in the 
States to which I have alluded that it was desira- 
ble to have persons in different portions of the 
State so located that they could hold disloyal per- 
sons to bail. Such persons are now sometimes 
arrested and discharged again, and it was thought 
desirable to have authority to require security 
from them to keep the peace and to be of good 
behavior. 

I think there can be no harm in such a bill, and 

can see in it no violation of the Constitution. 
This is a power that is exercised by inferior offi- 








| diction. 


| in the Union would think just so. 


court. 


Mr. DAVIS. Notat all; he has no final juris- | 
All he is to dois to hold to bail the party 


to make his appearance at the ensuing term of the 


court, and the judge of the court disposes of the | 
case then as though that duty had been performed | 


in the State courts instead of the United States 


| courts, 


Mr. CLARK. If that be so, I should be in 
favor of it, because a justice of the peace may do 
all that in New Hampshire. 

Mr. FOSTER. And so may he in Connecticut. 


Mr. HALE. Exactly; and the reason is, that | 


the constitution of New Hampshire confers that 
oweronhim; but the Constitution of the United 
tates denies it in this instance. That is the 
difference between the two cases. 


Mr. CLARK. 


be entirely so. I understand this commissioner 


to be entirely preliminary and auxiliary to the | 


court. He only holds a man for his appearance 
before the court, and prevents him from doing 
mischief until he gets before the court. 

Mr. DAVIS. Thatisit. I think that the Sen- 


ator from New Hampshire [Mr. Ciark] is a much | 
better constitutional lawyer than his colleague, 


[Mr. Hate. } 
Mr. CLARK. 


not quite like it. 


[Laughter.]} 
Mr. HALE, 


I believe that every slaveholder 
[ Laughter. } 
Mr.DAVIS. Nodoubtofit. [Laughter.]} 

The question being taken by yeas and nays 
resulted—yeus 35, nays 3; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Browning, Carlile, Chandler, | 


Clark, Cowan, Davis, Dixon, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, 
Grimes, Henderson, Howard, Howe, Kennedy, Lane of In- 
diana, Lane of Kansas, Latham, McDougall, Pomeroy, 


Sherman, Simmons, Stark, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, | 


Wade, Wilkinson, Willey, Wilmot, Wilson of Massachu- 
setts, Wilson of Missouri, and Wright—35. 
NAYS—Messrs. Doolittle, Hale, and Saulsbury—3. 


So the bill was passed. 
NAVAL CONTRACTS. 


Mr. HALE. There is a little resolution lying 
on the table, which has come from the House of 


But Ido not understand that to | 


I beg the Senator not to com- | 


| pliment me at the expense of my colleague. Ido | 


| retary of the Navy to release the contractors from 
further obligation to furnish the articles stipu- 
lated, and to settle their accounts as in cases of 
completed contracts. 

Mr. HALE. I am asked to explain this. I 
will do it in two minutes. By the law as it now 
is if a contractor contracts to furnish a thousand 
| bushels of corn at a given price, he is liable not 
only to furnish the thousand bushels but one hun- 
| dred thousand more if they want it, notwithstand- 
| ing the price may rise one hundred per cent. higher 
| thanhiscontract. This resolution simply author- 
| izes the Secretary of the Navy, but does not re- 
| quire him, where the party has furnished every- 
| thing he contracted to furnish, and fifty per cent. 
in addition, to release him from the binding neces- 
sity of going on further after the price has risen 
one hundred per cent. 

Mr. KING. I think a bill relating to these con- 
| tracts had better have a more thorough examina- 
| tion. Does this come from the Naval Committee? 

Mr. HALE. Itdoes. It passed the House of 
Representatives unanimously, and comes unan- 
imously from the committee. 

Mr. KING. I desire to look into a bill which 
| confers upon the Secretary of the Navy, or any 
|| other Secretary, the power to make these great 
contracts, and then to take half, and reduce and 
vary and change the contracts. It is out of these 
arrangements and settlements thatextended frauds 
happen. 1 do not know but that this bill is all 
right enough, for I have not had time to look at it, 
but I think we ought to look into it, I will say for 
|, one member of the Naval Committee, a vigilant 
|| member of the committee, that he tells me he has 
not examined it, and knows nothing about it. 
That is one reason for my suggestion. I move 
that the Senate go into executive session. That 
|| will leave us time to look at it. 

Mr. GRIMES. I suppose the Senator alludes 
to me as the person wee has not examined the 
‘| bill. That is true, because I was accidentally 
|| absent at the last meeting of the committee. The 
bill may be, for all I know, as perfect and correct 
a bill as was ever submitted to the action of the 
Senate, and | do not desire that it should be post- 
|| poned on my account. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The mornin 

'| hour having expired, this subject passes over, an 

|| the Senator from New York moves that the Sen- 
|| ate proceed to the consideration of executive bus- 
|| iness. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The motion was agreed to; there being, ona 
division—ayes 22, noes 15; and after some time 
spent in the consideraticn of executive business, 
the doors were reopened. 


PRINTING OF A BILL. 


On motion of Mr. COWAN, it was 


Ordered, That the bill (S. No. 286) supplementary to an 
act passed the 30th day of April, A. D. 1790, entitled “ An 
act for the punishment of certain crimes against the United 
States,’ be printed. 


CONFISCATION OF PROPERTY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Cranrx in 
the chair.) The business regularly in order is the 
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bill (S. No. 151) to confiscate the property and | 
free the slaves of rebels. 

Mr. COWAN. The other day I moved to re- 
fer this bill and the bill introduced by myself and 
all kindred bills to a select committee. The mo- 
tion was not then in order. I now desire to make 
it in order, 

Mr. SUMNER and others. Let it lie over. | 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of | 

| 
| 


the Senator from Pennsylvania is, that * all the 
bills, substitutes, and amendments relating to the 
punishment of rebels and the forfeiture or confis- 
cation of their property, be referred to a select 
committee of five, to examine and report upon the 
same, 

Mr. COWAN. The consideration of that res- 
olution, | believe, is objected to to-day. [**Yes.’’] 
It will lic over, therefore. Indeed, 1 do not desire 
its immediate consideration. I now move that 
the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, -Ipril 28, 1862. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H.Srocxron. 

The Journal of Friday last was read and ap- 
proved, 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON CONFISCATION, 

The SPEAKER announced the following as 
the select committee on the confiscation of the 
property of rebels: Apranam B. Oui, of New 
York; Tuomas D. Evitor,of Massachusetts; Jonn 
W. Noeur, of Missouri; Joun Hurcuins, of 
Ohio; Roperr Maxuory, of Kentucky; Fer- 
wanpo ©. Beaman, of Michigan; and Georce T. 
Conn, of New Jersey. 

Mr. OLIN. Mr. Speaker I ask the indulgence 
of the House fora moment. When I offered the 
resolution for the appointment of this select com- 
mittee I stated to the House that I did not desire 
to act on that committee, for the reason that the 
duties imposed upon me already were greater than | 
any ability which I could bring to their proper dis- 
charge. I repeated that determination to decline 
serving on such committee when the subject of its 


| 


1} 
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Pennsylvania, (Mr. Srevens,] who has the floor i W. Young, and Betsey Murdock, heirs of Barbar, 


on this subject, is not present, and 1 move that 


the further consideration of the resolution be post- | 
| 


poned until after the morning hour. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Rhode Island. I would 


like to call up for consideration the report of the 


Committee of Elections in the lowa contested- 
| election case. 


Mr. WASHBURNE. 
man will not call that case up to-day. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Rhode Island. [I will abide 
the pleasure of the House on this question. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. | ask that the vote be 
taken on my motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD. 
Mr.CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, the commit- 
tee on the Pacific railroad question have had a fur- 
ther meeting during the last week and adopted 
some of the suggestions which were made here in 


| general debate; and they have instructed me to 


| report an amendment. 


If the amendment of the 


| “ . Z 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Lovesoy] be with- 
| drawn or toted down, the committee will recom- 


| 


mend the adoption of the amendment I now pre- 
sent, in lieu of the committee’s substitute. This 
question is the special order in the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and I give 


notice that | will call it up to-morrow after the | 


morning hour. IL now move that the amendment 
I submit be ordered to be printed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


CALIFORNIA CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE. 


Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, the parties inter- 
ested in the California election case are desirous 
of having it taken up and disposed of, and if there 


| be no objection I will call it up during the course 


the House. 


appointment was under consideration in a meet- || 


ing of our friends. Itis due to myself, therefore, | 
and to my friends who coéperated in the vote to 
appoint this committee, that | should decline the 
service which has been assigned to me by the 
Chair. IL could not consent, with a proper sense 
of my own duty in this regard, to act on this com- | 
mittee, I move, therefore, that | be excused from | 
serving on the committee, 


CHANGE IN THE MEANS OF DEFENSE. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 





of theday. I would like to have gentlemen of the 


House to send to the document-room and obtain | 


the reports of the committee, so that they may 
know the facts of this case, which involves a very 
important principle touching the organization of 
SHILOH. 
Mr. McPHERSON submitted the following res- 
olution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to 


|| transmit to this House copies of the reports of command- 


| ers of regiments, brigades, and divisions engaged in the 


i} 


|| laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 
The motion was agreed to. } 


battle of Shiloh, Tennessee. 
HAYTI AND LIBERIA. 
Mr. FESSENDEN presented joint resolutions 
of the State of Maine, relative to the recognition 
of the republics of Haytiand Liberia; which were 


Mr. GOOCH. Iask the unanimous consent 
of the House to take up Senate bill No. 184, to 


| authorize the President of the United States to 


munication from the Secretary of War, in re- || 


sponse toaresolution of the Houseas to whether | 
any changes are necessary in the materials used in | 


the construction of forts, &c., stating that the sub- || 


ject had been referred to the chief of the Engineer | 
Bureau, whose report would be transmitted to | 
Congress as soon as it was made; which was laid | 
upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 


GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS. 


The SPEAKER stated the question in order 
to be the consideration of the following resolu- 
tions, reported from the select committee on Gov- 
ernment contracts: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested 
to decline making any further payment to the parties inter- | 
ested in the steamboat Cataline, on account of the charter 
of the said vessel by the United States on the 25th day of | 
April, 1851. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested | 
to adjust the claim against the Government for the five thou- 
sand Hall carbines, purchased through Simon Stevens, Esq., | 
by General John C. Frémont, on the 6th day of August, 1861, 
and afterwards delivered at the United States arsenal at | 
the city of St. Louis, on the basis of a sale of said arms to 
the Government for $12 50 each, rejecting all other demands 
against the Government on account of the purchase of said | 
arms. 

Resolved, That the practice of employing irresponsible 


| 


| 


— 


appoint diplomatic representatives to the repub- 
lics of Hayti and Liberia, for reference. 

The bill was taken up, read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PANAMA RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. MOORHEAD, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of the 
president and directors of the Panama Railroad 
Company; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

DIPLOMATIC SYSTEM. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana, from the Committee 

on Foreign Affairs, reported back House bill No. 


320, to amend an act passed August 18, 1861, en- 
titled ** An act to regulate the diplomatic and con- 


| sular systém of the United States,’’ with the rec- 


aries, ing no official connection with the Government, || 
mariies, havin ficial t th the Gov t, | 


in the performance of public duties which may be properly | 
performed by regular officers of the Government, and of par- | 
chasing by private contract supplies for the different Depart- | 
ments, Where open and fair competition might be properly | 
invited by reasonable advertisement for proposals, is inju- | 


rious to the public service, and meets the unqualified disap- || 


probation ot this House. 


Mr. WASHBURNE. The gentleman from | 


ommendation that it do not pass; which was laid 
upon the table,and the accompanying report or- 
dered to be printed. 


HERMAN J. EHLE, ETC. 


Mr. ELY, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported bills of the following titles, which 
were severally read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to a Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
reports, ordered to be printed: 

A bill granting a pension to Herman J. Ehle; 
and ° 

A bill for the relief of Amanda Botts, Laura P. 


[ hope that the gentie- | 





et tt LS 


| valid Pensions, reported a bill for the relic 








Walker. 
ZINA WILLIAMS. 


Mr. GOODWIN, from the Committee on In. 
ae ; f of 
Zina Williams; which was read a first and s, ae 
ond time; referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac. 
companying report, ordered to be printed 


JOHN McGINNIS, ETC. 
Mr. GOODWIN, from the same committee, 


made adverse reports on the cases of John McGin- 
nis and of Caroline E. Clark, minor child of Rap- 
som Clark; which were laid upon the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 
MARY CUNNINGHAM. 

Mr. HARRISON, from the Committee on Ip. 
valid Pensions, made an adverse report in the cage 
of Mary Cunningham, widow of John Cunning. 


ham, deceased; which was laid upon the table 
and ordered to be printed. ; 


ILLINOIS AND MICHIGAN CANAL. 
Mr. ARNOLD, from the Committee on Roads 


and Canals, submitted a report in reference to the 
enlargement of the Illinois and Michigan canal; 


| which was laid upon the table, and ordered to be 


printed. 
HIRAM PAULDING. 

Mr. SEDGWICK, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of 
Commodore Hiram Paulding; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to a Committee of 


| the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 


with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed 


SPEEDY TRANSPORTATION OF THE MAILS. 


Mr. COLFAX, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported a bill to se- 
cure the speedy transportation of the mails; which 
was read a first and second time, ordered to be 
printed, and recommitted to the said commitice. 


ARIZONA. 


The SPEAKER then announced, as the busi- 
ness next in order, House bill No. 357, to pro- 
vide a temporary government for the Territory 
of Arizona. 

Mr.OLIN. My colleague [Mr. WHee er] is 
not present, and I hope the further consideration 
of this bill will be postponed. 

Mr. ASHLEY. I move that it be postponed 
until Thursday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


. TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 
Mr. ASHLEY moved that Thursday and Fri- 


day of next week be set apart for the considera- 
tion of territorial business; which motion was 
agreed to, 
DISLOYAL JUDGE. 

Mr. POTTER submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to in- 
form the House whether Judge Edward*P. Pitts, of North- 
ampton county, Virginia, who, on the 10th day of March 
last, was indorsed by a meeting of secessionists in that 
State “as loyal to the South,” and who, after that date, sent 
a memorial to the rebel legislature at Richmond reiterating 


| his loyalty to the cause of Virginia, and the so-called con- 


federate States, now holds his courts with the knowledge 
and by the consent of the major general commanding tle 
department which embraces Accomac and Northampton 
counties, Virginia. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is thecall of the States for resolutions or bills 
introduced on leave. 

The list of States was called. 


MAXWELL WOOD. 


Mr. BABBITT introduced a bill for the relief of 
Maxwell Wood, a surgeon in the Navy of the Uni- 
ted States; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


SUSAN DICKSON. 
Mr. BABBITT introduced a bill for the relief of 


Susan Dickson,widow of John Dickson, deceased; 
which was read a firstand second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


GOVERNMENT CONTRACTORS. 


Mr. COLFAX. I offer the following resolution, 
and call the previous question upon its adoption: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
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structed to inquire into the propriety of reporting a bill pun- 
jshing all contractors guilty of fraud against the Govern- | 
= nt with punishment similar to that inflicted for the crime 
ol grand larceny. 


Mr. WASHBURNE. I would like, in connec- i 


tion with that resolution, to make an inquiry of 
the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to make an inquiry of the Committee on the 
Judiciary. Early in the session a bill to accom- 
Jish the same object as that specified in this res- 
olution was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. Iwould be glad to know ef that committee 
has considered that bill, and whether they are 
ready to report it. a 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would inform the gentle- 
man that if he refers to the bill introduced by 
the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Roscoe 
ConkLING,] it was a very different matter from 
that whichis now proposed by the gentleman from 
Indiana. And I would say further, in answer to 
the gentleman from Illinois, that | am not aware 
of any bill having been referred by the House to 
the Judiciary Committee which accomplishes the 
object contemplated by the resolution now offered 
by the gentleman from Indiana. 

“Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from Indiana 
was not, perhaps, aware thata bill introduced by 
the gentleman from Illinois, and a bill introduced 
by the gentleman from New York, and all the pa- 

ers which were referred—a portion of them to the 
Fudiciary Committee and a portion of them to the 
committee on Government contracts—were finally 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
those other committees respectively discharged 
from their further consideration. All those bills 
are now before the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COLFAX. I will modify my resolution 
so as to refer it to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, if desired by the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts. Ihave been waiting patiently fora 
bill of that sort to be reported by some committee 
for our action. I think that frauds of that char- 
acter in public matters should be punished in the 
same manner as frauds in private transactions. | | 
have, therefore, moved this resolution by way of 
reminder and instructions to the committee, Let 
us promptly pass a law which shall punish every 
man who is found, on a fair trial, to have de- 
frauded the Government, with the same disgracing 
penalty behind the bars of a prison that we visit 
against the thief who robs your dwelling or your 
storehouse. 

Mr. DAWES. I did not propose any such 
modification. | said at the time, that 1 thought the 

Judiciary Committee was the proper committee to 
which to refer those bills; but the House seemed 
to think that it was better to take the matter out 
of the hands of the Judiciary Committee, and out 
of the hands of the committee on Government 
contracts, and put it into the hands of the Com- | 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Indiana modify his resolution? 

Mr. COLFAX. Ido not, as it is not desired 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts, and as the 
Judiciary Committee seems the most appropriate 
one. All l want is action, a fair bill, a fair trial 
where both sides can be heard, and a heavy pen- 
alty on conviction. I demand the previous ques- 
tion upon the original resolution. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the resolution was adopted. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing, from the President of the 
United States, was received by Mr. Hay, his Pri- 
vate Secretary. 


BOUNDARIES OF NEVADA. 
Mr. CRADLEBAUGH introduced a bill to le- 


galize the survey of the boundary line between 
the Territory of Nevada and the State of Califor- 
nia; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 


RESOLUTIONS OF LEGISLATURE OF NEVADA. 
Mr. CRADLEBAUGH also presented to the 


House joint Union resolutions of the Legislative 
Assembly of Nevada Territory; and also resolu- 
ions concerning the retirement of Lieutenant Gen- 
eral Scott from active service in the Army; which 
were laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 














FOREIGN OFFICERS, ETC. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I was absent when the | 
State of Illinois was called, and ask unanimous | 
consent to introduce a resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas Hon. William H. Seward, Secretary of State, | 
in a letter bearing date September 11, 1861, addressed to | 
Colonel Polindor Casalta d’Ornano, in reply to a commu- 
nication from that officer, dated July 20, 1861, tendering his | 
military services to the United States, says: “* Should you | 
see fit to come to our shores you will be hospitably received, | 
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have disgraced the Department by which they 


were made. I hope the resolution will not pass 
until that report comes in. I understand that 
three days prior to the resignation of the late 
Secretary of War, he made a contract for three 
millions of arms—$1,000,000 worth—and gave 
three or four years, perhaps, to supply them for 
the present Army, 

Mr. FENTON. As my colleague [Mr. Ros- 
coe Conkiine} who introduced the resolution is 


and the Government will take pleasure in assigning to you || not present, | move to postpone its consideration 


an honorable position in the Army of the United States; | 
and whereas upon this assurance the recipient thereof re- 
signed his commission as colonel in the army of Italy, and 
at great expense came here to engage in the war for the 
Union, and has now been here more than four months and 
has been unable to obtain official position or recognition 
from the Departments : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be requested to 
transmit to this House the number and names of all foreign- 
ers who have been so invited to this country, together with 
the dates of such invitations, the authority of law by which 
they were made, the disposition of the officers since their 
arrival, and the expense to this Government. 


The following is the letter referred to in the 
resolution: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
Wasuinerton, September 11, isi. 


Sir: Your letter of the 20th of July, to the President of | 
the United States, has been referred by him to this Depart- 
ment. 


The President appreciates very highly the generous tend- | 
er you have made of your services in the cause of this 
Government, which is, indeed,as you have truly described | 
it, the cause of civilization. 

Should you see fit to come to our shores, you will be hos- 
pitably received and the Government will take pleasure in 
assigning to you an honorable position in the Army of the 
United States. 

I have the honor to’ be, with high consideration, your | 
obedient servant, WILLIAM H. SEWARD. 
To CoLonet PotinpoR CasaLTa D’ORNANO, Ajaccio, Isl- 

and of Corsica, France. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I object. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 1 move to suspend the 
rules, 


The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order 
at this time. 


RECIPROCITY TREATY. 
Mr. SPAULDING introduced a joint resolu- 


tion authorizing the appointment of commission- 
ers to negotiate a new treaty with the British 
provinces of North America, based upon the true 
principles of reciprocity, and also authorizing the | 
President to give the necessary notice for termin- 
ating the present unsatisfactory treaty; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PRISONERS TAKEN ON SLOOP VELMA. 
The SPEAKER announced that the next busi- | 


ness in order was the consideration of the follow- | 
ing resolution, which was laid over from Monday 
last: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to in- 
form the House whether the prisoners taken in the sloop | 
Velma were released by the United States commissioners 
at Baltimore, with the knowledge and consent of the mili- | 
tary authorities of the department of Maryland; also, by | 
what authority Colonel Gunter, of Virginia, who refused to | 
take the oath of allegiance, was released on a conditional | 
parole which bound him only not to take up arms against | 
the Government while the eastern shore counties in Vir- | 
ginia remained under the United States authority ; alsu, by 
what authority said Gunter was allowed to visit the camp 
of the sixth Maryland regiment at La Fayette square, Balti- 
more, to search for runaway negroes. 

Mr. POTTER. I demand the previous ques- 
tion upon the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. COX. I object to the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot ob- 
ject. It is a resolution which comes up regu- 
larly in order. 

he previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; and under the 
operation thereof the resolution was adopted. 


CONTRACTS FOR ARMS. 
The SPEAKER announced that the next busi- 
ness in order was the consideration of a joint reso- 


lution (H. R. No. 44) to anhul certain orders for 
fire-arms, and to authorize the Secretary of War 








for one week. 
The motion was agreed to. 


CENSUS RECORD. 


The SPEAKER announced the next business 
in order to be the consideration of a joint resolu- 
tion (H. R. No. 53) for a census record, which, 
giving rise to debate, was laid overon a previous 
Monday, being the resolution introduced by the 
gentleman from Vermont, (Mr. Waxron.] 

Mr. WALTON. A resolution of the same 
tenor has been referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing. That committee will report it back at a con- 
venient time, and | therefore move that the reso- 
lution be laid on the table. 


The motion was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER, as the next business in order, 
commenced the regular call of the committees for 
reports. 

NEVADA TERRITORY, ETC. 


Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, reported back a bill (H.R. No. 306) ex- 
tending the territorial limits of Nevada, and in- 
creasing the salaries of certain officers. 

Mr. ASHLEY. I move that the consideration 
of the bill be postponed until Thursday of next 
week, and ordered to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PUNISHMENT OF POLYGAMY. 


Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on Terri- 
tories, reported back, with a recommendation that 
it do pass, a bill (H. R. No. 391) to punish and 
prevent the practice of polygamy in the Terri- 
tories of the United States and other places, and 
disapproving and annulling certain acts of the 
Territorial Legislature of Utah. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I desire to say 
to the House that this is the identical bill passed 
about two years ago, when there was an elaborate 
report made by a gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. 
Nelson, and when it received the almost unani- 
mous support of the House. The only difference 
between the two bills is this: that bill excepted 
from its provisions the District of Columbia, and 
that exception is stricken out in this bill. I pre- 
sume there is no member of the House who de- 


| sires to discuss this measure, and I move the pre- 
vious question. 


Mr. MAYNARD. Lask the gentleman from 
Vermont to allow me to suggest a single verbal 


amendment, rather a.matter of taste than other- 
wise, 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I will hear the 
suggestion, 

Mr. MAYNARD. It is to strike out the word 
| **nevertheless’’ in the proviso to the first section. 
| It has no business there; it is surplusage. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Well, if the gen- 
tleman from ‘Tennessee says that ** nevertheless’’ 
has no business there, I presume he is right; and 
I have no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. MAYNARD. | offer the amendment. I 
have no speech to make about it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CRADLEBAUGH. I ask the gentleman 
from Vermont to allow me to offer an amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I prefer to have 
the bill pass as it is. 

Mr. CRADLEBAUGH. I think if the gen- 
tleman understood the character of the amend- 





to suspend others; which, giving rise to debate || ment he would not object. It is merely to correct 


on a previous Monday, was laid over under the 
rules. 


Mr. WICKLIFFE. I understand that there | 
is now a commission in session in this city for | 
the purpose of investigating the contracts for 
arms. Upon their making their report to the War 
Department, we shall be better able to judge how 
far our power extendsto rescind these contracts or | 
to interfere with those abominable contracts which | 


the bill, and not for the purpose of throwing an 
impediments in the way of its passage. The bill, 
in its present shape, does not amount to anything. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman with- 
draw the demand for the previous question? 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I decline to de 


so. 


| The previous question was seconded, and the 
| main question ordered. 
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a third time: 


tre} 
abit 


nd being engrossed, it was accord- 
y read the third time, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I move the pre- 
vious question on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. BIDDLE. §Isall debate necessarily cut off 
at this tines 

The SPEAKER, It will be if the previous ques- 
tion 1s sustamed, 

Mr. BIDDLE. There are some of us who 
would like to hear debate, if not to participate in it. 

TheSPEAKER. Does the gentleman withdraw 
the demand for the previous question ? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I decline to do 
so, and call for tellers. 

‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cox and 
CHAMBERLIN were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes sixty-five, noes not counted. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

‘The main question was ordered to be put; and 
being put, the bill was passed. 

Mr. ASHLEY moved to reeonsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS. 
The: House then resumed the consideration of 


the report of the select committee on Government 
contracts, 


The resolutions report d by the committee were 
read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested 
to decline making any further payment tothe parties inter 
ested in the steamboat Cataline, on account of the charter 
of said vessel by the United States on the 25th day of April, 
LAGI. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested 
to adjust the claim against the Government for the five thou- 
sand Hall carbines, purchased through Simon Stevens, 
Esq., by General Jobn C. Prémont, on the 6th day of August, 
leGl, and afterwards delivered at the United States arsenal 
it the city of St. Lonis,on the basis of a sale of such arms 
to the Government for S12 50 each, rejecting all other de 
mands against the Government on account ot the purchase 
of said arms. 

Resolved, Vhat the practice of employing irresponsible 


parties, having no official connection with the Government, | 


in the performance of public duties which may be properly 
performed by regular officers of the Government, and of pur- 
chasing by private contract supplies for the different Depart- 
ments, where open and fair competition might be properly 
invited by reasonable advertisements for proposals, is in 
jurious to the public service, and meets the unqualified dis- 
approbation of this House. 

The SPEAKER stated that there were several 
amendments pending, and that the question im- | 
mediately before the House was on the motion of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Stevens] | 
to amend the second resolution by striking out the | 
word ** through,”’ in the third line, and inserting | 
**from’’ in lieu thereof. 

Mr, WASHBURNE. I move to postpone the | 
first of the resolutions for two weeks for reasons 
stated on Friday. | 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. STEVENS. I presume, then, the second 
resolution is before the House. 


\\ 
Mr. WASHBURNE, Yes, sir. } 


Mr. STEVENS. I withdraw my amendment 
to the second resolution, and offer the following 
as a substitute for the resolution: * 

Resolved, That nothing has occurred to lessen our confi- | 
dence in the honesty, integrity, and patriotism of Major | 
General John C. Frémont. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I raise a point of order | 
on that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, The point of order is, 
that the amendment is not germane to the resolu- 
tion, which is a direction to the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury with regard to the settlement of claims 
for arms. 

Mr. STEVENS. This isa report relating toa 
transaction of John C. Frémont, and I say that 
this is a resolution of censure upoi him by its 
very operation. | 

TheSPEAKER, The Chair sustains the point | 
of order. The resolution is one directing the set- | 
Ulement of accounts, and the Chair does not see | 
how the amendmentecan be germane to that. The 
resolution provides for settling the accounts of 
certain persons; the amendment proposes a vote 
of confidence in a certain individual. 





a vote of censure for the purchase of these arms. 


The SPEAKER. That addresses itself to the 


| 
Mr. STEVENS. I contend that this is really 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read || discretion of the House, and not to the decision || 


of the Chair, on the point of relevancy. 
Mr.STEVENS. Well, sir,] cannot help think- 


ing itis germane, but J donot like to take an appeal | 


from the decision of the Chair. I withdraw my 
amendment for the present, and renew the motion 
to strike out *‘through”’ and insert ** from.’’ 


Mr. SEDGWICK. Mr. Speaker, I am grate- | 


ful to the House for their kindness and courtesy 
in permitting these resolutions to stand over un- 
til to-day out of regard to my convenience. I shall 
endeavor to discuss one of the subjects presented 
in the report of the investigating committee, and 
to discuss it upon its merits, endeavoring in all I 
may say upon the subject to avoid anything im- 
pertinent to the matter under consideration or 
personal to any member of the House. 

The committee had occasion, among other 


things, to examine certain transactions in the | 
Navy Department, and from that examination | 
they have arrived at certain conclusions which | | 
propose to controvert. The committee say and | 
insist that in the purchase of the vessels which | 


the circumstances of the times had rendered ne- 
cessary, it was proper for the Navy Department 
to employ naval officers of experience in that ser- 
vice, and that they from their habits of life, their 
experience, their knowledge of naval affairs, their 
education and training, were more competent and 
better prepared to do that service §o the advant- 
age of the Government than any mercantile agency 
out of the Department and out of the line of its 
officers which could be employed. They insist 
that they should be men who are subject to mili- 
tary discipline, and to exemplary and prompt pun- 
ishment for any misconduct; but that if officers of 
the Navy could not be employed for that pur- 
pose, then the business should be intrusted to 
those having experience in sea life, and in the 
building or sailing of vessels, and competent to 
know of the character, capacity, and value of the 


various vessels offered to the Government. They | 


complain through the entire report that the pur- 
chasing of vessels, which was commenced upon 
their principles by an experienced officer of the 


Navy, was taken from him and committed to a | 
man who had been engaged all his life in commer- | 
cial pursuits, and they insist upon it that this | 


change in the agency of the Government was at- 
tended with loss and damage to the Government; 
that it was a novel experiment; that it was with- 
out precedent and without law, and which, in- 
stead of securing benefit to the public service, will 
result in loss to it. In accordance with that res- 
olution, the committee reported the third of this 
series of resolutions, which is as follows: 

That the practice of employing irresponsible parties, hav- 
ing no official connection with the Government, in the per- 


formance of public duties which may be properly performed | 


by regular officers of the Government, and of purchasing 


by private contract supplies for the different Departments, | 


where open and fair competition might be properly invited 
by reasonable advertisement for proposals, is injurious to 


the public service, and meets the unqualified disapproba- | 


tion of this House. 


That is the resolution of the committee. One 
member of the committee, Mr. Hotman, of Indi- 
ana 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that it 
is not in order to call members by name. The 
Chair called attention to it the other day. It is | 
contrary to parliamentary rule. 

Mr. SEDGWICK. I did it merely for the | 
purpose of calling his attention and to give him | 
an opportunity, which I understand he desires, of 
separating from the resolutions of the committee 





the resolution which he introduced; not from the 


committee, but upon his own personal respons- | 
ibility. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, for the purpose || 
of submitting the question more definitely, I will || 


modify the amendment which I offered to the | 
fourth of the series of the resolutions, by sub- | 
stituting for it the foflowing: 
Resolved, That Simon Cameron, late Secretary of War, | 
by investing Alexander Cummings with the control of large 
sums of the public money, and authority to purchase mili- | 
tary supplies, without restriction, without requiring from 
him any guarantee for the faithful performance of his duties, 
when the services of competent public officers were avail- 


| 
able, and by involving the Government in a vast number i 


of contracts with persons not legitimately engaged in the | 
business pertaining to the subject-matter of such contracts, 

especially in the purchase of arms for future delivery, has | 
adopted a policy highly injurious to the public service, and | 


’ 
deserves the censure of the House. i 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy, In the employ- 
ment of George D. Morgan, without requiring from him any | 
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guarantee for the faithful performance of his dutie s 
purchase of a large number of vessels for the public u 
a compensation dependent on the prices paid for 
sels, and receivable from the seller, instead of emplo 
responsible officers of the Government, has adopted ; = lee 
unauthorized by law, destructive of public econony 
public confidence, and deserves the censure of this 
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Mr. MOORHEAD. I propose, if it be proper 
now, to offer an amendment to the amendment 
Mr. SEDGWICK. That amendment can be 
offered afterwards. , 
Mr. MOORHEAD. I desire to offer it now 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 


'|- York declines to yield. 


Mr. SEDGWICK addressed the House for an 
hour and a quarter,(his time having been extended 
by unanimous consent.) [His remarks wil] je 
published in the Appendix.] 

Mr. STEVENS obtained the floor. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. Will the gentleman giyo 
way. for a moment to permit me to offer an amend- 
ment? 

Mr. STEVENS. I suppose the gentleman wil] 


_ have another opportunity. I prefer not to yield 


at present. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. I do not wish to discuss 
it. I merely desire to get the amendment before 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. STEVENS. If 1 were not impelled by a 
sense of duty to defend gentlemen who have been 
calumniated in this report and upon this floor, yet 
Iam sure it would be expected of me to make 
some reply to the remarks of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes,] and that he would 
fee! that he was treated with neglect if I wholly 
omitted that duty. [Laughter.} I shall, there- 
fore, I trust, in a spirit of calmness, and certainly 
without any further personalities than are un- 
avoidable in the discussion of this report, proceed 
to make a few remarks. I shall argue this ques- 
tion in re, and not in persona, any further than 
the person sticks to the thing. And certainly no 
member of the committee will be brought in ques- 
tion in the remarks I shall make, except the 
honorable member from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Dawes,] for no other member has said anything 
which can be considered as personal or unkind. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts on Friday 
last announced to the House that he had notified 
me that he was about to proceed to call up these 


|| resolutions, but that | had deemed it proper to be 


absent on that occasion notwithstanding that no- 


| tice. 1 had expected from the candor of the gen- 
| tleman from Massachusetts one further remark, 


which Iam sure he omitted through mere forget- 
fulness, which was that I was about leaving the 
House when he informed me that he would call 
up this matter, and that I told him that I had an 
appointment which I could not forego with stran- 
gers about to leave the city, but that I supposed I 
should have an opportunity of seeing his remarks 
in the papers, unless he should think proper to 
postpone the discussion of the subject until Mon- 
day. If he determined, however, to cali up the 
subject and proceed with the discussion, I hoped 
he would mention the circumstances to the House. 


| The gentleman from Massachusetts did not men- 
| tion the latter fact, and I was indebted to my friend 


from Indiana [Mr. Cotrax] for bringing that in- 
formation to the attention of the House, so that 
no harm was done. I merely mention the circum- 
stance. I make no complaint at all. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts further com- 
plains that while all the members of his commit- 


| tee were absent—I have no doubt very usefully 
| and properly employed, some of them wandering 


about in New York, some in Pennsylvania, some 
in Ohio, and others to the four quarters of the 
globe, tracking these rogues that they have been 
pursuing with such commendable industry—some 
remarks were made in this House reflecting upon 
the integrity of their report. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, you know, and the House 


| know, that the discussion which took place on 
that occasion was not voluntary on the part of 


those who rose to defend the characters of persons 
assailed in that report. The learned gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Driven] introduced a reso- 
lution, which I do not say was called up on that 
day on his motion. Ido not recollect how it came 
up. Upon that resolution he made a speech, able, 
eloquent, somewhat bitter, against the gentlemen 
who were named in his resolution, which sought 
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the direction of this House to proceed to recover 
money illegally retained, as was alleged, by Ma- 
‘or General Frémont and Mr. Beard. And he 
found d his authority and Justification for such an 
extraordinary proceeding, with which, in my hum- 
ble jadgment, we had nothing more to do than we 
have with these resolutions, for they,are all be- 
yond the jurisdiction of the House—he founded 
his resoluuon upon what he called the condemna- 
‘ion of these men by the report of this committee. 

Now, it would have been possible for those who 
were disposed to see justice done by this House 
to do one of two things: either to sit quietly by 
and suffer this charge to go forth as true, or to im- 
each the testimony upon which the gentleman 
from New York founded it. We pursued the lat- 
ter course, It is true that when the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Tuomas] called our at- 
tention to the fact that the committee were not 
here, we might have stopped at once and allowed 


the House to condemn the other gentlemen who | 


were never here, without a hearing. That would 
have been, I suppose, what the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] would cali ‘* even- 
handed justice,” that is, even-handed @ la mode 
the report of this committee. [Laughter.] 

But, sir, passing over that, the gentleman com- 
plained that those who defended the gentleman 
against the charges of this report, charged that the 
report itself contained fraudulent representations, 
false representations, injurious, calumnious rep- 
resentations against several parties. 

Well, sir, it shall be my humble task here to 
prove every one of these charges, not by invoking 


facts that have not been brought before the House, | 


not by giving my version of testimony which may 
be locked up in my breast, not by quoting what 
may have been reported in the newspapers, but I 
shall attempt to prove them by what would be le- 
gitimate legal evidence before any jury in any 
court of justice in the land. If I fail in that, | 
will not attempt to support my position by other 
means. 

Preliminary to that, however, I will say that I 
think I have a right to complain that this com- 
mittee have not conducted their investigations in 


a manner which I call fair. That is to say, when | 


they proceeded to investigate the frauds of any 
gentleman connected with the Government or not 
connected with it, they gave such person no no- 
tice of it, they furnished him with no copy of the 


evidence supposed to implicate him, and they | 


afforded him no opportunity to call witnesses to 
explain the testimony against him or to recall the 


witnesses whose testimony, as is alleged, goes to | 


impeach his conduct. 


Mr. FENTON, Icannot say what the prac- 


tice of the committee may have been in Ohio or 
on the Mississippi, where they have held their 
sessions; but so far as I know, the practice pur- 
sued by them in New York, in Harrisburg, and 
in this city, at the sessions of the committee when 


tleman condemns has not been pursued by the com- 
mittee. I cannot call to mind one instance where 
the committee have failed to serve upon the party 
accused a copy of the testimony bearing uponhim, 
or have not afforded him ample opportunity for 
personal explanation. Beyond the sessions of the 
committee in the places | have named, I have no 
information other than that in the possession of 
every member of the House. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. That has been the gen- 
eral practice of the committee every where. 

Mr. STEVENS.: Yes, sir. The documents, 
however, do not show it, and I am sure the sworn 
testimony will not show it, I know that in New 
York application was several times made to have 
witnesses subpenaed, and yet the committee never 
issued such subpenas. I am quite sure thatsuch 
was the fact in reference to General Frémont. At 
least I believe it to be so. I think it was so in re- 
es to Mr. Cummings; and in no case, so faras 

recollect, does the journal of the committee show 
that they pursued that course. 


Mr. DAWES. What does the gentleman say | 


in reference to Mr. Cummings? 

Mr. STEVENS. I spoke of a single instance 

when it was desired that Mr. Blatchford should be 
subpenaed; but he was not subpenaed. 
_ Mr. DAWES. That was sufficiently set forth 
in the debate the other day, and | supposed every- 
body understood it; but of course the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania did not. 
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Mr. STEVENS. Did the gentleman issue a 
subpena for Mr. Blatchford? 


Mr. DAWES. I suppose the gentleman does | 


not refer to me individually ? 
Mr. STEVENS. I mean the committee. 
Mr. DAWES. Certainly they did. 


port was filed? 


Mr. DAWES. We gave the invitation before 
the report was filed. 


Mr. STEVENS. Ah! 


Mr. DAWES. The gentleman knows that | 


before the report was made an appointment was 
made to meet Mr. Blatchford, but when he did not 
appear, the committee then had a subpena issued 
| to compel his appearance. The gentleman knows 
that. 

Mr. STEVENS. I did not know it. 

Mr. DAWES. I perceive that the gentleman 
does not know it. 


mont had notice given to him. 


sylvania will yield to me right here I will state 


aggrieved by one of the resolutions, called upon 
the committee, and the committee told him to go 
| to General Frémont and inquire of him when it 
would be most agreeable for him to appear be- 


fore the committee. They wanted him to fix his | 


|| own time, and the commitiee would accommodate 
him. 

Mr. STEVENS. I suppose he would have 
answered asubpena. But the journal of the com- 
mittee shows precisely what | have stated—that 
no notice was given and no testimony furnished 
to the accused. I find in the journals of a former 
select committee on naval contracts that they not 
only gave the party implicated notice, but a copy 


of the testimony implicating him. I see in the | 
| Globe that Mr. Wape, a Senator from Ohio, and 


chairman of another select committee, made this 
declaration: 


* We sought no evidence toimpeach any man, and if the 
evidence seemed to impinge on the credibility, the loyalty, 
or the character of any man, we sought that man, and laid 
before him the course of the evidence, and the matters 
wherein he was inculpated.” 

A worthy and just example, which I regret ex- 
tremely that this committee, which has so large 
an influence upon the public mind, has not fol- 
lowed, and given notice in the case I have referred 
| to. I know, sir, that the Spanish inquisition 

may be cited on the other side. They did business 

just as this committeee have done it. But as 
|| worthier examples for imitation, | would have 
| preferred those of Senator Wane and the com- 


dental. 


| Ldo not object to these interruptions, but as 
they occupy my time, I hope that the House will 


necessary, in order to finish my remarks. 


because I shall not have an opportunity to refer 
to more than half of this book; [laughter;] and 


serve which they will make public at another time. 
I am led to believe from the mysterious hints 
which have fallen from the gentleman from Mas- 
|| sachusetts that they have enough behind toanswer 
| for all that it is necessary to kill. They can, no 
doubt, very easily fill their quivers with arrows of 


of others. 

I will give one or two examples. They under- 
take to censure the Secretary of War for his ap- 
pointment of Governor Morgan and Alexander 


Cummings, at the time we were blockaded here, || 


to forward menand supplies to the Government 


world unimpeached and unimpeachable so far as 


|| that something should be made out of the impro- 
priety and fraud of any of his appointees. 

I will mention, in this connection, that until my 
personal relation toward the Secretary of War be- 
came the topic of discussion and denunciation by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, I never men- 
tioned the name of General Cameron. Heretofore 


(| | have never mentioned his name in connection || 


Mr. STEVENS. But was that before the re- || 


| 


Mr. WASHBURNE. I say that General Fre- || 
Mr. DAWES. If the gentleman from Penn- | 


that Mr. Simon Stevens, a gentleman who feels || 


mittee on naval contracts. But all of this is inci- | 


| not object to my continuing beyond my hour, if | 
I have been present, the practice which the gen- || 


Now, sir, I have said that there were fraudu- | 
lent reports. I will have to take a single instance || 


these gentlemen, they say, have something in re- || 


the sort they have already shot at the characters |) 


here. There is nothing brought against the char- | 
acter of the men here. They stand before the | 


the case in controversy is concerned. It was ne- || 
cessary in order to implicate the Secretary of War | 








with this report. I did speak of the transaction 
| of Alexander Cummings, but not of the Secretary 
| of War. 

Let us see whether General Cameron is to be 
censured for appointing Mr. Cummings. That is 
the only ground of censure. The committee ma 
have in theirreserve magazine other grounds which 
| they are not now willing to publish to us. If this 

does not kill, they are to bring out other weapons. 


| ‘They charge Mr. Cummings, who was appointed 


to purchase supplies and forward them, in connec- 
| tion with Governor Morgan, with receiving ond 

not accounting for $140,000 of the public money, 
| I say that that is a false charge. [ did not under- 
|| stand the committee exactly confirmed that fact; 
| but we have in this report elaborately—well, not 
| elaborately, for they could not devote too much 
time to one victim, they had so many to skin 
{laughter]—but we have most distinctly the charge 
|| that Mr. Cummings had $140,000 more in his pos- 
|| session than he testified to in his testimony, and 
|| that he has not accounted for it. I say that the 
testimony does not show that he has one dollar of 
| the kind. I said before, in answer to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, who said that he might 
| have settled it with the War Department, that he 
knew he could not have settled it there. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not see my colleague on 
he committee here. 

Mr. STEVENS. Yes; the gentleman from 
|| Indiana [Mr. Houtman] is right in front of me. 

Mr. DAWES. My colleague can inform the 
House that those vouchers are still unsettled be- 
fore the Department, although the gentleman got 
somewhat angry because | would not admit that 
they were settled. 
| Mr. STEVENS. The gentleman did not pro- 

fess anything. 

Mr. DAWES. Thegentleman seemed to know, 
because he positively asserted that they were set- 
tled. 

Mr. STEVENS. Lasked the gentleman if he 
| did not know they were. My colleague states 
| that the accounts have been settled. 

Mr. KELLEY. I have information that the 

members of the committee have been misinformed 

| on this subject, and that every dollar of these ac- 
counts has been settled. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman permit 
me? 

Mr. STEVENS. The gentleman will follow 
me. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I want to say a word right 
|| here. An issue of fact is made whether these ac- 

counts are settled. 
Mr. STEVENS. Whether his vouchers are 
| filed and settled. 

Mr. HOLMAN. lIask the Clerk to read the 
letter which I send to his desk. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Treasury DerartMeNT, Tuirp Avprror’s Orrice, 
April 28, 1862. 
| Sir: In reply to your letter of this date, in which you 
inquire, in behalf of the Government contract committee, 
‘in what manner the accounts of Alexander Cummings, 
Esq., agent for the War Department in the months of April 
and May, 1861, have been settled,’ I have the honor to in- 
form you that such accounts, with receipts and vouchers 
pertaining thereto, are on file in this office, but have not 
| yet been settled. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
R. J. ATKINSON, Auditor. 
| Hon. W. S. Houtman, House of Representatives. 
Mr. KELLEY. This gentleman undoubtedly 
has a receipt in full through Mr. Cisco, and a 
| draft for the balance on hand. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Whoexecuted the receipt? I 
undertake to say that the accounts have not been 
| settled; that they have never passed through any 
Department of the Government. 

Mr. STEVENS. [understand that he has filed 
his vouchers for every dollar. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I want an answer to my 
question. 

Mr. KELLEY. 1 will answer it by saying 
that Lam not as skilled in mousing as some of the 
gentlemen of this committee, and have not exam- 
ined the copy of the receipt, but it is a receipt 
from the proper officer of the Government. It is 
a full receipt, and such as would be satisfactory 
in any court. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman state the 
name of the officer? 

Mr. KELLEY. | tell the gentieman I am not 
sufficiently skilled in the practice of mousing to 
be able to give him the information he asks. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman know 


who signed the receipt? 


Mr. STEVENS. This cross-firing is a little 
annoying to me just now. I believe, from the in- 


formation obtained from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, that the matter amounts to this, that there 
are vouchers there for the whole amount of it, but 
that they have not been yet put on file, and put 
the other end up, as they will have to be before 
they are filed away. [Laughter.] 


Now, sir, there are vouchers for all. And as 


to the rest of this money—$140,000—it is of no 


importance so far as this question is concerned, for 


he never had a dollar of it in his possession. And 
yet the committee undertake to say that he had. 
A reference to itis found on page 66 of the re- 
port, and [I wish the attention of gentlemen who 
are interested in the matter. The committee say: 


** After Mr. Cummings had concluded his testimony and 


taken the sane for revision, he added the following note: 


*“f have retained, under authority of the Secretary of | 


the ‘Treasury, by Messrs. Dix, Blatchford, and Opdyke, 
$140,000, besides what I have stated in my testimony, 
which is accounted for by the vouchers.”’ 


They made his note read, ‘1 have retained.”’ 


Now, | will read a few words to show how this 
committee understood that: 


** Still we are informed by this note’’— 


after having spoken of the disposition of the re- | 


mainder— 


“that Mr. Cummings has retained $140,000 of the money 
over and above that stated in his testimony, ($250,000,) 


War Department,” &c. 


And then they go on to censure the Secretary 
of War for not having called sooner for the vouch- 
ers for the $140,000, the other having been ac- 
counted for. Now, it turns out that Cummings 
never wrote such a note. He wrote thema note 
informing them that **there had been retained, 
under authority of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
by Messrs. Dix, Blatchford, and Opdyke,”’ in 
whose hands, you will remember, the whole was 
deposited, and drawn out as needed, ** $140,000, 


besides what I have stated inmy testimony, which | 


is accounted for by the vouchers.”’ 
Mr. DAWES. Accounted for by the vouch- 
ers? 


Mr. STEVENS. 


Yes, sir; the vouchers; and 


beyond that they say there were $140,000 in his | 
hands. And then they go on to say that it was | 


in his hands, and what a crime it was. Thus, it 


being a fraudulent transaction, and not having for }| 


four months accounted for it, they draw the in- 
ference that the Secretary of War should be cen- 
sured, 


Now, asl said before, I want you to look at the 
original note, 


the authority,’’ &c. Now, when the original was 
found, admitting that there was a mistake in this, 
the committee say it was the mistake of the printer 
—these printers’ mistakes are very convenient 
things—and that it should have read, ** there re- 
tained.”” Now, Mr. Speaker, recollect that who- 


ever made the mistake, the printer did not write the | 
report charging Cummings with having $140,000 | 
in his hands. The printer did not say that Mr, | 
Cummings said so. ‘That was written by the com- | 
mittee; when, | do not know. It was before the | 


report was priated that the thing was written; for 
when this thing was first up before the House 


the testimony was not printed. Lt was not before || 


the Llouse, nor for some weeks afterwards; and 
the gentleman from Massachusetts alone [Mr. 
Dawes] had what he said were the proof-sheets, 
irom which he sometimes enlightened us with 
what was behind, but which we had not seen. 
Now, how do the committee account for their 
writing a report upon the mistake of the printer? 
i suppose the report was written before it was 
furuished to the printer. 

Mr. W ASHBURNE. I will state to the gen- 
Ueman that the evidence and report were printed 
together, 

Mr. STEVENS. ‘Then, if the evidence and 
report were printed together, the report was 
founded upon a falsehood, and all printed to- 
ether. 

Mr. DAWES. 


ne 


Mr. STEVENS. I do not want any other ex- 


If the gentleman will allow 


aa 
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plonaiien. This suits me exactly. [Laughter.] 
will excuse the gentleman. 


Mr. DAWES. Does the gentleman decline to | Sacchi, from 


have me interrupt him and tell him just how itis? 

Mr. STEVENS. I have not declined to hear 
any gentleman’s explanation, though these ex- 
planations are a littl annoying. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not think my colleague 
[Mr. Wasnpurne] designed to say that the re- 
port was written before the evidence was printed. 

Mr. STEVENS. That is what he did say. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I said, or intended to 


say, that the report and evidence were presented | 


together. 


Mr. STEVENS. “ Printed’’ was the word. | 


These lapsi lingue and lapsi penne, &c., are bad 
things. [Laughter.] 


Mr. DAWES. I suppose the gentleman from 


Pennsylvania desires to have it right. I do not | 


know. 


Mr. STEVENS. Undoubtedly. 


Mr. DAWES. I told the gentleman from Penn- | 
sylvania the other day—what every member of | 


the House will bear me out in saying—that no 
member of the committee ever saw that writing 


|| until the day before I brought it into the House; | 


that it was handed to the clerk of the committee 
by Mr. Cummings, by the clerk taken to the print- 
ing office, by the printer set up, by the printer 


read in proof, and after it was set up and in the | 
|| proof, it was handed to us in print, and not a 
mony, ( || member of the committee ever saw the original 
* which is accounted for by the vouchers.’ This item seems | 

to have been overlooked by him in his testimony. One | 
hundred and forty thousand dollars is in his hands over and 
above the $160,000 for which he has filed vouchers in the | 


note until the day before I brought it into the 
House here, more than three months after the 
report had been made. 

Mr. STEVENS. How did it get into the print- 
er’s hands? 


Mr. DAWES. Does the gentleman forget how | 


I told him it got there? I told youamoment ago 
that Cummings handed it to the clerk, that the 


|| clerk of the committee took it to the printer, and 


that not a member of the committee ever saw it 
until three monthsafter the printed report appeared 
here inthe House. I hope the gentleman will not 
forget it. 
Mr. STEVENS. I have not forgotten it. 
Mr. DAWES. Then you are to blame for the 


| mistake. 


Mr. STEVENS. Perhaps I may be; butI have 


a letter here from Mr. Defrees, the Superintendent | 
of Public Printing, who states that as he printed | 
this matter he sent a copy of each proof-sheet to | 


each member of the committee. 


Mr. DAWES. Certainly. 


Mr. STEVENS. Now, it will hardly do to say | 


that they did not see the proof, and when it was 


|| taken, it seems to me they ought to have looked | 
atit. ‘The committee that takes testimony, that | 


|| has it printed, that reads the proof, are responsi- 
It does not say, ‘* 1 have retained | 
under authority,’’ &c., but ** there retained under | 


ble for it, especially if they found upon ita grave 


charge against the integrity of an upright citizen, | 


and charge him with embezzlement. And I may 


| be allowed to say that the statement of the gentle- 
,man from Massachusetts makes the matter no 
| better. ‘There is a principle in law which he well 
| knows, that when a man rashly, and without tak- || 
ing the proper means to ascertain the facts, swears | 
to a fact material to the issue, and it turns out to | 
be false, although he did not know it to be false, | 
although he supposed it to be true, yet, as he has | 


rashly sworn to a fact which he did not know to 


be true, he is guilty of perjury, and deserves the | 
| penitentiary. Such is the law of the country, and | 
|| such is its application to this report. A commit- || 
tee, having every opportunity of knowing the facts, | 


makes a report to the country, damning the char- 
acter of a man, so far as their damnation will go, 


| and have no other excuse than saying it wasa 
| mistake of the printer. I say itis th 

| they are just as much answerable for it as if they 
| had willfully (@rged it, and written ‘I have,”’ in- | 


eir fault, and 


stead of ‘there was retained;’’ and the sense of 


|| justice of the community will hold them responsi- | 


le before the world, as the law holds them re- 


| sponsible in a legal point of view. This is fraud- 


ulent representation No. 1. 
Let me come to No. 2. That is the celebrated 


| case of Augustus A. Sacchi. The committee say 


thatGeneral Frémont founda man in New York by 
the name of Sacchi, and that he went out West 
Mr. WASHBURNE. Will the gentleman be 





| good enough to read that part of the report in 
| which the committee = that? 


Mr. STEVENS. ell, then, that a man from 




















April 28 
——$—_$$_ 
| New York found Fremont. (Laughter 
| the testimony shows that a man by th 

New York, went to St. Louis, if 

recollect the evidence aright, under directions f; 
General Frémont, and entered into a contract “srg 
an aid of General Frémont by the name of wat 
for a certajn number of Canadian horses. Afie. 
he had made that contract, he went off and sowed 
complied with it; he did not live up to the ¢, . 
tract. The contract, the committee Say, was mad, 
in defiance of all propriety, because they ought E 
_ have bought the horses in the western country. 
and yet they contracted with this man Sacehj wh ‘ 
failed to comply with the contract. They do é 
say that he ever received any of the money, [ be. 
lieve the contrary appears even in their own book 
if I understand it correctly, They then go on tg 
censure it as having been a fraudulent transaction 
made under the direction of General Frémon:’ 
They show what a fraudulent contract it was 
made with a man of the name of Sacchi. They 
did not care anything about Sacchi, who, they 
say, lived in a garret in New York, or Captain 
Turnley said so. They were fishing for larger fish 
than that. ‘The gentleman says that I said the 
devoted several pages of this report to this mai. 
ter. I was wrong. It is only three pages, and 
not several. But they gravely wind up with this 
significant phrase: 

“It will hardly be believed that the name of this same 
man, Sacchi, appears in the newspapers as being on the 


staff of General Frémont at Springfield, with the rank of 
captain.’ 


~  —e, 
}. | think 


€ name of 


Well now, if the gentlemen meant that literally, 
they are right, for nobody would believe it be- 
cause it is found in their report. [Laughter.} But 
if they meant, as I suppose they did, that nobody, 
without their veracious report, would believe that 
this man, with whom a fraudulent contract had 


| been entered into through Frémont’s agent, was 
| a member of Frémont’s staff, it turns out that 


there is not a word of truth in it. This man Sac- 


| chi,who made the contract, was a resident of New 


York, an old man between sixty and seventy, 
who had lived there a great many years, and the 
Mr. Sacchi on Frémont’s staff was a young gen- 
tleman from Europe, who never heard anything 
about this contract. 

Mr. WASHBURNE., Will the gentleman en- 
lighten the House as to where he gets his facts? 

Mr. STEVENS. Ihave seen an affidavit made 
by the genuine horse dealer, Sacchi. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. Ex parte? 

Mr. STEVENS. Yes; and therefore [ sup- 
pose the gentleman has a right to deny it if he 
will. Itis not much better in that respect than 
this book. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I suppose the gentle- 
man will admit that the book is quite as good. | 

Mr. STEVENS. Well, Ido not suppose itis 
pretended now that this man Sacchi on Frémont’s 
staff is the man who is implicated by this report. 
Even the gentleman from Massachusetts did not 
assert that, and I am sure my friend on the right 
will not. 


Mr. WASHBURNE. It is a matter I know 
nothing about. Ido not know whether he came 
here **to crusade for freedom in freedom’s holy 


| land”? or not. [Laughter.} 


Mr. STEVENS. I do not think he did know 
anything about it; and yet the committee report 
the fact solemnly to the country, and base upon 
it this charge against Frémont. Why, | do not 
believe they knew more about this than they did 
about two thirds of the other things they have put 
in this report. nett Now, sir, they ought 
to have Sena whether they did or not. There 
isa mistake, whether you call it fraudulent or not. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. The gentleman seems 
to think that this is an attack upon his friend and 
my friend Frémont—because we fought the battle 
together in 1856. Will he be good enough to read, 
not three lines, but four lines and a half, at the top 
of the 94th page of the report? 

Mr. STEVENS. Oh, I have read it, sir. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. Will my friend be good 
enough to read it to the House? 

Mr. STEVENS. Oh, no; I do not care to do 
that. 


Mr. STEVENS. Ican tell the House whatit 
is, though. Itis taking him by the beard and say- 
ing, ‘art thou in health, my brother?”? [Much 
laughter.] They ought to have known the facts, 


| Mr. WASHBURNE. I wish you would. 
| 
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a ingenuity of the gentlemen—*‘‘ who would believe || of the gentleman as to motive. Now, what were || whether [ characterized this report too harshly 
- that this same Sacchi, who had thus made this || the facts? You will remember, from the pes all |! when it asks you to believe this, and when it de- 
contract with Frémont, or under his orders, was || the way through, that the committee undertook |) clares that Simon Stevens is a perjured man, with- 
lly, one of his own staff ?”” to infer that Simon Stevens bought and sold these | out having called a witness to impeach him? That 
be- Mr. WASHBURNE, You say you would not || guns not for himself, but that it was a purchase |) jg not the sort of justice which the citizens of this 
But believe it. ; . || of General Frémont’s through Simon Stevens. || country expect from committees of Congress. It 
dy, Mr. STEVENS. f would not have believed it || The adoption of the resolution would censure | is not the kind of inference by which men’s char- 
hat unless [ had known it. I would not have believed || General Frémont by charging him with attempt- || acters are to be destroyed. ‘As I said before, this 
ad that Frémont would have made a contract with || ing to get for these carbines ten dollars each more || effort, insidious as itis, jesuitically drawn as itis, 
was one of his own staff in that way, and I do not be- || than they cost, and with buying them from the || js an effort to charge General Frémont with pur- 
hat lieve it yet, although the gentleman did assert it || Government through an agent. Hence it was that || chasing these arms from the Government, through 
a” in that interrogative way. | I humbly submitted to the Chair that this was a || Simon Stevens, making it his transaction and his 
we Having got through with what I had to say || resolution of censure on General Frémont, and | gain, instead of the transaction and gain of Ste- 
ty about No. 2, I come now to No. 3, upon which || that therefore I had a right to offer my resolution || yens; and that is the proposition which this House 
te this resolution is founded, and my friend from |; asan amendment. Now, did not the gentleman || js called upon to affirm. Now, | have a right to 
— Massachusetts has discovered that it is that par- || know that was not true? Had he not direct evi- |! say that such a report as that is wholly false and 
ing ticular item which has interested me in this mat- || dence that that contract was made by Simon Ste- || unworthy of credit, for I have proved it to be so. 
; ter—I mean the contract with one Simon Stevens || vens, not for General Frémont, but for himself? | The House must say so. If Simon Stevens pur- 
= for Hall’s carbines, page 40 of the report. The || The committee called Simon Stevens before it, || chased these arms from the owner atacheap rate, 
ots? gentleman from Massachusetts, with that perfect || and asked him that question. He was asked || had them altered, and then sold them back, it was 
ade ingenuousness which is the index of his char- || whether he bought these arms and sold them for || g speculation which may not be very pleasant to 
acter, in attempting to account for my defending || himself, or on account of General Frémont; and || Jook at; but it was a legitimate business transac- 
some of these gentlemen against this report, and || he distinctly swore that nobody having anything || tion, and involves no officer of the Government. 
up- not being able to conceive of & higher motive than || todo withthe Government had anything to do with || If any officers of the Government were involved, 
he interest or connection, with a great flourish of || hispurchase or sale of those arms. He was asked: | they were those who sold the arms at $3 50 each. 
han trumpets informed this House that they, per- | “ Were you acting during any of the time you mention | Simon Stevens purchased them for $12 50, and 
haps, did not know what it was that produced the || as an agent of the Government?” | after having them rifled and breeched, he sold 
tle- disapprobation of the chairman of the Committee And his answer is: | theas ta‘ General Heémont at $22. General Fré- 
te oun ays and anes but he would state to them “I was not in any manner whatever.” : | mont states, in his testimony, that they are good 
. what it was; that the committee encountered from Now, sir, having some evidence that Mr. Simon || arms, and that they are now in use in the western 
nt’s him no opposition until they had touched a con- |} Steven’ had sent some guns to General Frémont || department. 
oe re in — — Simon Stevens was interested. by express, the committee reasoned from thatthat || Mr. SHANKS. They are in use in General 
n y t i 3 of " -_ > 1} . : 
i . Now, Lask the House what the public would || General Frémont purchased these arms, through || Halleck’s army, and did good service at the battle 
g infer, and what the gentleman intended that this || him, for the Government, and afterward sold them || of Pea Ridge. 
House should infer, from that statement? Why, || for his own profit. General Frémont would not || Mr.DAWES. Lask the gentleman from Penn- 
a that because this man happens to be of the same || go voluntarily before the committee, but he pro- || sylvania to turn his attention to the testimony of 
a 2 - . . . 
a name, he is some connection or some family rela- fessed his readiness to go if summoned. The com- Captain Callender, of the St. Louis arsenal. 
oly tive of mine. If he did not mean that, then it was || mittee was often invited to subpena him, but did Mr. STEVENS. I believe the gentleman from 
- * Oe Roeeany O8. Ceaetes Now, || not a although he ee ee yo in this || Indiana, (Mr. Suanxs,] and General Frémont as 
| ir, at this point | will sa at Simon Stevens is || city. member of this House [Mr. Sepewick] || i i > 
ort in no way aaa in the aoeh remote degree, an da ed hi lett hich i G \F : par ven hey tremecaly open 108 get by te dnried 
le Seda ai at Th gree, any || addressed him a letter which, with General Fre- || cullender that may be brought up. _It is amazing 
aa indred of mine. e gentleman would not tell || mont’s reply, I ask to have read with what tenacity my friend from Massachusetts 
“id the public that, nor have them believe it, I sup- {Here the hammer fell.] || will insist on fixing fraudulent conduct on citi- 
l _ ° a : ‘ i} e * ° 
ot pose, from his remarks, I do not say this for the Several Mempers. Let the gentlemen from || zens who have not offended him, interlarding, very 
p urpose of casting any reflection upon Simon Pennsylvania conclude his remarks. || often, his own testimony to bring out the tesu- 
= i — He is a constituent of mine. I knew Mr. WASHBURNE, I will not object to that; || mony of others. It is accounted for in a measure 
”" He nee when I was very young, in Vermont. || but I am very sorry that the same courtesy could || by his habits and training as a prosecuting offi- 
= e is still living, and as intelligent and honorable || not have been yielded to my colleague on the ] cer. We often acquire habits in this way which 
- a man as that noble State has ever produced. His || committee [Mr. Dawes] when he desired to make || we cannotget rid of. I do not think this quality 
a — oven to maseoyizewin to seek his fortune long || an explanation. At | natural to my friend. He says that we have abused 
~ er came there; not to the same county, but The SPEAKER, _Is there any objection? || this report, and characterized it as a lying report. 
* ’ went to the county where he resided . His char- Mr. WASHBURNE. Ido notobject, although || [ was speaking of the effect of the instrument, and 
P nee Deee 7 known, stands as fair as that of || my colleague was very abruptly cut off the other || did not desire to be understood as implying false- 
any member of this House—except the commit- || day. \| hood on the part of the committee. [ propose to 
d tee. (Laughter. ] He has never been charged or Mr. STEVENS. Not by me. | call a living witness to prove that fact, because I 
0 impenones with fraud until now by this committee. Mr. WASHBURNE. I am proud to say, sir, || stand by what I say, and will prove itif L can; if 
de ar DAWES. Where was he educated? that it was not by you. You would never have || [ cannot, I will retract it. 
a” newie ae ages. ; done such a thing. | General Frémont, on his sworn testimony before 
te 2. We BRO CM he study law? The following documents were read: || the joint committee on the conduct of the war, 
eit ' Mr. ae eee _ He read law with me, and | House or Representatives, || uses this language in reference to the opportunity 
ence I speak of him with the more confidence _ Wasmineton Crry, February 20, 1862. || afforded him by the committee of the House of 
ay as being a man of unimpeachable character Sir: I desire to have q statement from you, in writing, ||) +g hourd: 
ich {Laughter.} And anless by tt insi || for the use of the House of Representatives, as to whether || VCHNS Heard: 
tug ° unless Dy these insinuations, || you purchased the five thousand Hall’s carbines alluded to || ‘ And while examining into the conduct and events of 
sts, which anywhere else would be despised, the gen- 


in the report of the committee to investigate Government } the war, [ think it right to call the attention of your com- 
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mittee to the fact that a committee charged to ‘ investigate 


frauds’ came into a department which was uncer martial | 


law. in the midet of civil dissensions encouraging insubor- 
dination, discrediting and weakening the authority of the 
neral then absent in the field, and f offer 
testimony to show that their conduct while at St. Louis 
crented a public opinion that their special object was to 
make out acase against myself which should justify my re 
moval from that department. (See page 79 of that report.) 
And I offer testimony to show that they avoided and de 
clined to reecive, and have suppressed, testimony which 
militated against this object, and further to show that there 
are in the report many inaccuracies and perversions and 
some positive falsehoods.”’ 


commanding gé 


Who impeaches that witness? 

Mr. DAWES. Perhaps the gentleman did not 
observe, as he was absent a portion of the time 
on Friday, that I asked the committee on the con- 
duct of the war whether General Frémont had fur- 
nished any further evidence upon that point. 

Mr. STEVENS. One member of that com- 
mittee. 

Mr. DAWES. TI asked the committee on the 
conduct of the war that question, 

Mr. STEVENS. I heard the gentleman ask 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr.Ope.t,} who 


isamember of that committee, and he responded. | 


Mr. DAWES. My question was addressed to 
the committee, several members of which I saw 
present; and I then remarked thatI would call on 
the gentleman from New York for an answer. In 
the presence of the committee, he replied that Gen- 
cral Frémont had not furnished any evidence to 


sustain the charges made by him, except his own | 


statement. 
Mr. STEVENS. 


the eentleman, and my recollection ts that the ren- 


I recollect the question of | 


tleman from New York stated that he did not know | 


that there was any evidence before them upon this 
point, except General Frémont’s. I think that 
was the answer. Now, I do not say that that 


evidence has been taken, but I would ask the gen- | 


tleman from Indiana on my right, [Mr. Junian,] 
whoisa member of that committee, whether Gen- 


eral Fremont has furnished them with the names | 


of witnesses which he still desires to have them 
examine? 

Mr. JULIAN. I will state, in answer to the 
question, that General Fremont did furnish us 


with a listof witnesses whom he desired us to call, | 
by whom he told us he could prove every material | 


fact which he asserted upon his own responsibil- 


ity. The committee, however, at that time only | 
sent for such witnesses as in their judgment were | 


necessary to clear up matters left in doubt, and 


then understood it. 

I ought, perhaps, further to state that both Gen- 
eral Frémont and those who have assailed him 
have since insisted upon further testimony upon 
one side and upon the other, and that I believe 
some further examination will be made of other 
witnesses upon these matters by the committee on 
the conduct of the war. 

Mr. DAWES. Perhaps the gentleman from 
Indiana will either corroborate or deny the state- 
ment madé by his colleagae on the committee on 
the conduct of the war? 

Mr. STEVENS. Oh! there is no dispute about 
that. 

Mr, JULIAN. I think the statement made by 
my colleague was correct, although I did not un- 
derstand it precisely as the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts states it, 

Mr. DAWES. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask the gentleman from New York whether I 
did not state his answer to my question correctly ? 

Mr. ODELL. The gentleman stated my an- 
swer, as I recollect it. 

Mr. STEVENS, Ihave not called in question 
the accuracy of the statement at all. 1 think it 
was correct. But I was going to ask the gentle- 
man from Indiana whether he did not at the re- 
questof General Frémont furnish to the committee 





on the conduct of the war the names of witnesses | 


who General Frémont supposed would prove the 
facts I have suggested. 

Mr. SHANKS. 
of the committee some names which General Fré- 
mont handed to me, who, he told me, could prove 
the fucts suggested by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, among a good many others, which I 
could mention, but | suppose it is unnecessary. 

Mr. GOOCH. I desire to ask the gentleman 


ber of the committee on the conduct of the war 


1 did furnish to one member | ' 
|| anything about it. 








the names of any witnesses who, he said, could 
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| 
| 


prove those charges against the committee on | 


Government contracts? 

Mr. SHANKS. I hope the gentleman from 
Massachusetts did not understand, when I said 
that General Frémont furnished me with a list of 
witnesses and stated what they could prove, that 
I prescribed to the committee what questions they 
|| should ask them. 

Mr. GOOCH. Was there any communication 
to the committee as to what testumony these wit- 
|| nesses would give? 

Mr. SHANKS. Certainly not. 
Mr. GOOCH. I desire to state, in behalf of 
that committee, that we have been desired to take 
| the testimony of a cloud of witnesses to prove 
various points, but as these witnesses were, many 
of them, in Missouri, and others at other distant 
points, the committee have found it impracticable 
to bring before them the persons whose names 
have been suggested. At the same time, so far 


| 


| | 


i] 


as this matter is concerned, if the House desire || 
to spend the money of the Government in that | 


way, we are willing to send for and examine all 
those gentlemen. 


Mr. WASHBURNE. 


The gentleman from 


| majority. 


_April 28, 


sent to the New York papers, very much to th 
detriment of General Frémont and the milits.. 





" 4 : ita 
operations of his department, while he was ¢| 4 


ing the enemy in a distant purt of the State. The: 
went through the State of Missouri and took teat? 
mony behind his back. They sat in secret mn 
sion with closed doors, and yetan abstract of that 
ex parte testimony was put upon the telegra th 
wires and spread all over thecountry. That ab. 
stractof testimony could have only been obtained 
in one way. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. There was no abstract 
so published. : 

Mr. COLFAX. It must have been publisheg 
by the consent of the committee. 

Mr. STEVENS. It must have merely been q 
mistake of the printer. [Laughter.] Now, sir 
this House called for that testimony by a large 
Mr. WASHBURNE. What was that resoly- 
tion? 

Mr. STEVENS. To furnish the testimony j¢ 
it were deemed compatible with the public ip. 


| terest. 


Pennsylvania has read an extract from General || 


Frémont’s testimony in which he says the com- 
mittee on Government contracts have declined to 


receive testimony and have suppressed testimony. | 


| 1 desire to say that the committee did not decline | 


And | 


to take testimony or suppress testimony. 
any assertion of that kind by General Frémont, 
or anybody else, is utterly untrue. 

Mr. STEVENS. It may all be so. 
very often heard them plead ** not guilty’’ before. 
{Laughter.]} 
asseruion; | am not using my own perversion of 
testimony; I am reading sworn evidence. 


Mr. WASHBURNE. Does the gentleman call | 


that evidence, when General Frémont, who gives 
it, proposes to prove the truth of his assertions 
| by witnesses which he does not call? 

Mr. STEVENS. 
have not come. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. And they never will 
come, 

Mr. STEVENS. They will come, I suppose, 
if the committee send for them; but I do not intend 
to cast any reflection upon the committee on the 
conduct of the war for not sending for them. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. The gentleman has re- 


|| ferred to the example, as he calls it, of the com- 
settle the substantial merits of the case as they | 


mittee on the conduct of the war in giving notice 
to the party accused. Did that committee give 
this committee of the House notice that they were 
accused of falsehood and the suppression of testi- 
mony? 

Mr. STEVENS. I do not know. I do not 
belong to that committee. If they have not given 
it, they ought to. That isall I have tosay. The 
gentleman from Illinois does not, of course, un- 
derstand me as intending to make any reflections 
upon him. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. Certainly not. 
| gentleman has too much amiability for that. 

Mr. GOOCH. The committee on the conduct 
of the war have not found it necessary to give 
any such notice. The publication of the testimony 
of General Frémont was a sufficient notice. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. By the order of the 

| committee ? 
Mr. GOOCH. 


The 


No, sir. 
| Mr. WASHBURNE. By whose order? 
| Mr. GOOCH. General Frémont, | suppose, 
| had it published. 
| Mr. WASHBURNE. How did he obtain pos- 
session of the evidence? 
Mr. GOOCH. I suppose he retained a copy. 
Mr. COLFAX. Can the gentleman from hii: 
nois inform the House how a telegraphic sum- 
mary of the testimony taken before his committee 
| in St. Louis, while General Frémont was in the 
field in the face of the enemy, came to be sent to 
New Yorkand published in the New York papers? 
Mr. WASHBURNE. No, sir. I do not know 
Does the gentleman from In- 


| diana know? 


Mr. COLFAX. No, sir. I do not. 


|| Mr. WASHBURNE. Then why does the gen- 
|| tleman bring it in here at this time? 

| Mr. COLFAX. Because it was a fact that 
from Indiana whether he furnished to any mem- || while the committce on Government contracts 


were in St. Louis, an abstract of their report was 


I have | 


But, sir, | am not using my own |! 











Mr. ODELL. It is true the House called upon 
the committee on the conduct of the war to fyr. 
nish the testimony taken before them in General 
Frémont’s case. It is also true that the resoly. 


| tion provided that it should be done if it was com. 


patible with public interest. The committee had 
the resolution of the House before them and unap- 
imously agreed that it was not public interest to 
furnish the evidence. This was the opinion of 
every member of the committee, and they are of 
the same mind still. In reference to its publica- 
tion inthe New York Tribune, it was not with the 
consent or approbation of the committee. They 
were all surprised that it should appear in print; 
the committee having declined, to all parties, to 
allow its publication. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. Did the House order 


General Frémont to publish it without the consent 
I ) 


| of the committee ? 
He did call them, but they || 


Mr. STEVENS. Neither did the Adjutant 


General ask the consent of Congress to publish 


|| his charges. Perhaps we ought to have consulted 
| him about it. 


Mr. COLFAX. The committee are aware and 
the House are aware that the charges of the com- 


| mittee and of the communication of General 


Thomas were spread all over this Jand against 
General Frémont, and it was not deemed incom- 
patible with the public interest. That was con- 
sidered all right ahd proper; but when General 


| Frémont’s defense is made public, we hear the 


allegation that it was not compatible with the pub- 
lic interest. When these charges were made 
against him, and disseminated throughout the 
country for effect upon the public mind, he could 
not believe that it was not fight and proper to give 
his reply to the public. 

Mr.STEVENS. lamsorry that General Fré- 
mont made the mistake of not consulting Adju- 
tant General Thomas. He had been attacked by 
the Adjutant General for three months, and he 
had been attacked by this special committee, and 
he had gone before the world on their reports 
without one word in his behalf. Then he was 
weak enought to dare, through the publication of 
his testimony, to let the public know that he was 
not guilty. Without being a member of General 
Frémont’s staff, although there is a man upon it 
of my name, I take upon myself the responsibil- 
7 of apologizing for General Frémont’s mistake. 
[Laughter.]} 

Now, sir, a word about a personal matter, 
which has been given much publicity by the elo- 
quence of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 


| [Mr. Dawes.] He denounced me with once hav- 
| ing been on unfriendly terms with General Cam- 


eron, and with not being in social intimacy with 
him. As 1 have said already, I have not intro- 
duced the name of General Cameron in this de- 
bate. Itis unpleasant to go into one’s biography. 
It is true, as the gentleman has said, before the 
appointment of General Cameron to a place in the 
Cabinet of Mr. Lincoln, I, together with eight or 
ten others of my colleagues, waited on Mr. Liv- 
coln and protested against his appointment as 4 
member of the Cabinet. We did not think that 
he was the proper person to go there, nor did we 
think that he had the aoe: We gave other 
strong reasons why he should not be appointed. 


It is true that those reasons did not appear very 
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strong, for the executive power treated them as 
| expect they deserved to be treated, with silent 
contempt. 


member of Mr. Lincoln’s Cabinet. here was 


jl 


} 


General Cameron was appointed a | 


no reason why, if he spoke to me, I should not | 
4 “e 


speak to him. Hehad done me no harm, but he 


took it into his head that it was offensive for me to | 
vo with others to the President to protest against | 


his appointment as a Cabinet officer, as no doubt 


‘twas. Hecut my acquaintance, and we had no 


further intercourse until I came here to Congress | 


last July. 


In the mean time General Cameron was a Cabi- | 


net officer, and I made up my mind, as a Chris- 
tian, | suppose, to forget what L had said about 
him, and to judge him by his official conduct. I 
intended that my judgmentof him should be con- 
trolled by his official conduct. I was somewhat 
surprised that he took the same view of conducting 
and ending this war thut I did. 1 know that there 
was a difference of opinion whether he was right 
or wrong. Ithoughtthat he wasright. Ithought 
he was better upon that, ground than any other 
member of the President’s Cabinet. I as etn 
tained, not through him, but through others, that 
he had written instructions to General Sherman, 
in Cincinnati, which had been materially altered 
before they reached him. 


He was in favor of 


employing fugitives from labor or service in the | 


service of the United States; but there was added 
that ** this, however, was not to bea general arm- 
ing of them for military service.’’ ‘You willas- 
sure all loyal masters that Congress will provide 
just compensation to them for the loss of the ser- 
vices of the persons soemployed. You will assure 
all persons held toinvoluntary labor who may be 
thus received into the service of the Government, 
that they will, under no circumstances, be again 
reduced to their former condition, unless at the 
expiration of their respective terms of service they 
freely choose to return to the service of their former 
masters.’? The latter was in the original, but it 
was all stricken out. The people know how his 
report was emasculated. I felt that he was right, 
and I said here, and I said everywhere, that | 
would support him so long as he pursued that 
course. After I had said that publicly, General 
Cameron waited on me, and he came, he said, to 
renew Our acquaintance. He said that he saw I 
was supporting him, and as we had to act together 
he desired to be on terms of personal intercourse. 
I replied that I had not the slightest objection. I 
told him that I would support him so long as he 
followed out the course which he had started. I 
told him further, that I would look upon his past 
record as a blank sheet, and that I would judge 
him by his official conduct as a Cabinet officer. 
That is how General Cameron and I came to 
speak. 

The gentleman who has alluded to this personal 
matter has seen no indelicacy either in referring 
to private hospitalities in this city. He said that 
Il was found at General Cameron’s table, with 
others, and that there all of these differences were 
reconciled through four horse contracts, yielding 
a profit of some four hundred thousand dollars. 
1 do not know whether any slander is attempted 
to be insinuated againstme. Hesaid my colleague 
was there, and that these contracts settled all 
nolitical differences, and that we went before the 
Preaideat ween our knees and begged to withdraw 
our protest against General Cameron. I would 
like to know upon what auihority the gentleman 
makes that declaration. Neither my colleagues or 
myself ever withdrew any protest which we had 
made to the President, nor did we ever attempt to 
apologize for it. Yet the gentleman would make 
the public believe that because of these horse con- 
tracts some of my colleagues withdrew the pro- 
test which they had made against the appointment 
of General Cameron to a Cabinet appointment. I 
regret that the gentleman should have deemed it 
necessary to give currency to this slander. After 
the time referred to, I was invited to dine with 
General Cameron, in company with the Governor 
and chief justice of Pennsylvania. I could see 
no good reason why I should not. I went there, 
and I did not find one of my colleagues who had 
protested to the President against the appoint- 
mentofGeneralCameron. I metthere some thirty 
persons, whom I did not feel very much ashamed 
to have met, though if the insinuations of the gen- 
tleman were true, I ought to have been ashamed. 
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I met there the Governor and chief justice of Penn- | the generalissimo on that occasion. [ am informed that 


sylvania, several officers of the Army, and mostof | 
the Cabinet; and the Commander-in-Chief of the | 
armies and navies of the United States was also | 
present at that polluted and polluting feast, which 


the gentleman from Massachusetts has twice || 


dragged before the public. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman has probably 
inadvertently fallen into two mistakes: the first is 
that I asserted, here or elsewhere, that any of his 
colleagues were there with him; and secondly, that 
I have brought out here twice this matter of the 
feast. It was a telegram from this city, contained 
in the public papers, and it was considered of suf- 


| ficient importance to state that the distinguished 


gentleman from Pennsylvania was there, and that 
the purpose of the feast was precisely what I stated 
to the House. I did not say it in any such con- 
nection as the gentleman has used it. Nor have I 


| ever put the matter of the feast in connection with | 


the fact that the men who protested against the 


appointment of Mr. Cameron afterwards went up | 
; and 





Mr. STEVENS. I understood the gentleman 


to say, in connection with that feast, that old po- 


| litical feuds and horse contracts were there settled. 


Mr. DAWES. 
it, and stand by it. 


Mr. STEVENS. 


{ do not qualify that. I repeat 


asserting things of which there is no evidence and 
no foundation in fact. 


But, sir, the gentleman stated another thing. He | 


stated that after I had stated what I did and made 


my attack upon their report on the Monday when || 


the committee were absent, he accounted for it by 
saying that that gentleman—I understood him to 


refer to an ex-Cabinet minister—was in this Hall || 


and came to my seat and immediately congratu- 
lated me upon the success of my achievement. I 
would be glad if the gentleman would tell me the 
source of his information. 

Mr. DAWES. 


gentleman state whether Mr. Cameron did not 


| appear at his seat on Wednesday last and take 


him by the hand and congratulate him upon the 
matter which transpired on Monday. 

Mr. STEVENS. I say he did not. 
ask for the authority. 

Mr. DAWES. He appeared at your seat on 
Wednesday ? 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Cameron was not here 
on Monday, that I know of. 

Mr. DAWES. That was not my interroga- 
tory. 

Mr. STEVENS. Let me finish my answer. On 
Wednesday Mr. Cameron called here and asked 


me when he could have an interview with me; 


Now, I 


and I believe that is all he said. He did not then, | 


nor has he since, mentioned to me my speech, or 
its effect. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman, if he has read 
my remarks, will understand that | said that I did 
not have the privilege of being present when he 
attacked me and my associates, but that I was in- 
formed that subsequently to this attack, General 
Cameron appeared at his seat and congratulated 
him. I state now that I was so informed. The 
gentleman says that General Cameron did appear 
at his seat just when I say he did, that he did take 
him by the hand just when I say he did, and did 
ask him when he might have a private interview 


with him. What else he said 1 do not know, and | 


TI do not care. 
Mr. STEVENS. I have not time to turn to 
the gentleman’s speech, but it strikes me that 


the gentleman connected General Cameron’s pres- | 


ence in this Hall with my speech on that same 


day. 
Mr. DAWES. I state further that Idid sup- 


pose that he was here on Monday, for | under- 


| stood a gentleman to tell me distinctly that Gen- 
eral Cameron was here on Monday, and with the | 


gentleman he mentioned. I know he was here 
on Wednesday, and that was the time to which I 
referred, when he appeared at the gentleman’s seat 
and congratulated him upon his achievement. 

Mr. STEVENS. I have now the gentleman’s 
speech before me. He says: 


“ Sir, I am not permitted to overlook also the connection 
of others in this matter. Although I had not the privilege 
of being present during the forepart of this week, when this 
scene transpired, | am informed that a distinguished ex- 


That the gentleman repeats, | 
|, but gives no evidence of it. He is in the habit of 


I would be glad to have the | 


| 











subsequently he appeared at the seat of the distinguished 
member from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Stevens.) and congratu 

lated him on the signal success of his achievement over 
the committee.” 


Mr. DAWES. I was so informed. 

Mr. STEVENS, Will the gentleman allow us 
to know who informed him? 

Mr. DAWES. Does the gentleman want a 
private conversation ? 

Mr. STEVENS. Why was it made use of in 

this House, if it was a private conversation ? 
Mr. DAWES. The gentleman, in undertaking 
| to defend General Frémong from an attack made 
| behind his back, thinks it justifiable to attack 
somebody else behind his back; and the person 
| attacked behind his back was compelled to get the 
| information as to the manner in which the attack 
| was made from those who knew about it. 

Mr. STEVENS. I do not object to that; but 
I want to know who gave such information. 

Mr. DAWES. I have not myself the slightest 
objection to :nforming the gentleman; but I do not 
suppose tue gentlemen who gave me the informa- 
tion desire to have their names involved, and them- 
selves exposed to the scarification of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. STEVENS. I shall not scarify the gen- 
tlemen, if | know what that word means. [Laugh- 
ter.} The gentleman awhile ago said that he was 
informed that Alexander Cummings, when he 
was so sick that he was not expected to recover, 
said that if he got well he would confess his sins 
and make a clean breast of it. 

Mr. DAWES. I repeat it now, and I have 
the good fortune to know that it does not depend 
| upon my recollection alone. 

Mr. STEVENS. And the gentleman will not 
rive the name of his informer when he is asked 
for it. 

Mr. DAWES. When a man charges me with 
lying he must take what he gets in return, and 
should not expect me to give him any sort of 
explanation until he retracts what he has said. 

Mr. STEVENS. To whom does the gentle- 
man refer? 

Mr. DAWES. I refer to the man who com- 
| plains that I will not give the name of my informer. 

Mr.STEVENS. Several have made that com- 
plaint. 

Mr. DAWES. Having charged me with lying 
upon this floor merely because the printer makes 
a mistake, when | attempt to reply he goes around 
whining, and wants me to give the name of my 
informer. I told him distinctly that no man who 
made such a charge against me could hold any 
correspondence with me. I refer not to the gen- 
tleman whois now speaking; but to the man whom 
he is trying to defend by a very small hole in the 
indictment. 

Mr. STEVENS. I must leave this matter, as 
the gentleman will not say from whom he derived 
his information. I have detained the House too 
long upon a mere personal matter. 

1 am willing to believe that the members of the 
committee are actuated by the purest of motives 
in thisinvestigation. I cannot believe that it isan 
innate love of scandal which induces them to their 
course. They must have some higher motive. [| 
can hardly believe that they should rejoice or take 
any pleasure in feeding upon the mangled car- 
casses of the reputations of their fellow-citizens, 
for that would be ranking them with the furies of 
the French Revolution, who attended the scaffolds, 
who dipped their handkerchiefs in human gore, 
| and gobbled up the garbage which lay around the 
foot of the guillotine. 

Mr. HOLMAN obtained the floor, but yielded to 

Mr. WASHBURNE, who moved that the 
House adjourn. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Pending the motion, 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the Pres- 
ident of the United States, transmitting, in com- 
pliance with a resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the 24th of February last, asking 
| information in relation to insurgent privateers in 
| foreign ports,a report from the Secretary of State, 

and accompanying documents; which were laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. 
| And then (at four o’clock and fifteen minutes, 





functionary of the Government was here in this House as || p- m.) the House adjourned. 


ee eee 


te Re 


- 
K 





= RT 


Pasar? 


. were 


~ 


are 


td 


Jc My tte seman cpa pein ay oN sl ame Terma tin cud: Pe 
sah Shree en myer 












% 


Seve ees 


. > - 
fa! yc toa 
<a 


1854 


IN SENATE. 
Tvesvay, April 29, 1862. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Sunpervanp. 
The Journal of yesterday was read andapproved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. HALE presented a memorial of woolen 
manufacturers, agents, and overseers, remonstra- 
ting against the ‘* bill to provide internal revenue 
and pay interest on the public debt,’’ so far as it 
relates to woolen manufactures, and praying that 
it may be so modified that it may secure equality 
and justice; which was seferred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Gun Plain, Allegan county, Michigan, 
praying for the construction of a ship canal be- 
tween Lake Michigan and the Mississippi river; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs and the Militia. 

Mr. HOWARD presented a petition of citizens 


of Moscow, Hillsdale county, Michigan, praying | 


for the passage of a general uniform bankrupt 
law; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. GRIMES presented nine memorials of 
citizens of the loyal States, remonstrating against 








|| of the report was not very much considered in the | 


| 


committee. 


might be of some practical benefit to the commis- 
sion, but I do not think it would be of any benefit 
to the Senate or to the country at large. -It would 


| furnish some data to the members of the commis- 
| sion upon which to act; otherwise it would be of 
| no essential benefit to anybody. 


| back with an amendment. It is a very small mat- || 


Mr. SUMNER. I should like to have it lie 
over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tion will lie over. 


MOUNT OLIVET CEMETERY COMPANY. 


Mr. GRIMES. I am also directed by the same 
committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
265) to incorporate the Mount Olivet Cemeter 
Company in the District of Columbia, to report it 


The resolu- 


| ter, and I will ask for its present consideration. 


the proposee! tax of one dollar a barrel on beer, | 


and praying that it may be reduced; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. TRUMBULL presented a petition of citi- || 


zens of Oswego, Kendall county, Illinois, pray- 


ing for the construction of a ship canal from Lake || 


Michigan to the Mississippi river; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs and 
the Militia. 

Mr. WADE presented two petitions of citizens 
of Lebanon, Ohio, praying for the confiscation of 
the property of traitors; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Richland county, Wisconsin, praying for 
the construction of a ship canal from Lake Mich- 


igan to the Mississippi river; which was referred | 


to the 
Militia. 
Mr. LANE, of Indiana, presented a petition of 
Adjutant General Thomas and others, officers of 
the Army, praying that the mother of the late 


Sommittee on Military Affairs and the 


Major Theodore Talbot may be granted a pension; | 


which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. LATHAM, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs and the Militia, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 253) to create a Bureau of 
Transportation, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts, from the 
Committee on Military Affairs and the Militia, to 


whom was referred the bill (S. No. 258) to create | 
a Bureau of Clothing, reported it with amend- | 


ments. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Ernerinee, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed a bill (No. 391) to punish the 
practice of polygamy in the Territories of the 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Com- 


| mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 


bill. It creates Edward A. Knight, Charles J. 
White, and Charles D. Bowling, and their suc- 
cessors, a body politicand corporate by the name 
and title of ** ‘The Mount Olivet Cemetery Com- 


pany,’’ by which name they may have perpetual || 


succession. 

The bill, through several sections, minutely 
gives powers and prescribes and limits their ex- 
ercise for the purposes contemplated. 

The amendment reported by the committee was 


| in section one, line eleven, after the word ** may,”’ 


soadbedeanbenedt 








United States, and other places, and disapprov- | 


ing and annulling certain acts of the Legislative 


Assembly of the Territory of Utah; in which the | 


concurrence of the Senate was requested. 


SLAVE OWNERS IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. GRIMES. lam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia to offer the 
following order for adoption: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed 
to transmit the communication made to the Senate by the 
Secretary of the Interior on the 24th instant, touching the 
enumeration of slaves in the District of Columbia, with the 
papers accompanying the same, under seal, to the commis- 
sioners appointed under the late emancipation act of Con- 
gress, for the use of said commissioners. 


This order merely directs that the Secretary of 


the Senate shall transmit the communication of | 


the Secretary of the Interior, with the accompa- 


nying papers, under seal, to the commissioners | 
appointed under the recent law, for the use of that | 


commission, 


Mr.SUMNER. I will inquire of the chairman 


of the committee whether he has considered care- | 


fully the expediency of publishing that commu- 
nication with the statistics. 


Mr.GRIMES. The subject of the publication 


i} 
ii 


| 


} 





| 


to strike out the words “ increase the number of 
corporators,’’ and to insert the words ‘ associate 
with them such other persons.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate,as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. The bill 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
was read the third time, and passed. 


CONSUL GENERAL FOR PACIFIC PORTS. 


Mr. LATHAM submitted the following reso- 
lution; whicli was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be 
instructed to inquire into the necessity of creating a consul 
general for the Pacific ports, as recommended by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury and Fifth Auditor, in their annual 
report. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts, asked, and 
by unanimous consent obtained, leave to introduce 
a bill (S. No. 288) to amend an act entitled * An 
act to confiscate property used for insurrectionary 
purposes,’’ approved August 6, 1861; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 289) to 
facilitate the discharge of enlisted men for phys- 
ical disability; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs and 
the Militia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COLLAMER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
291) providing for the issuing of process to, and 
the service of the same by indifferent persons; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to 


| the Committee on the Judiciary. 


EDUCATION OF COLORED CHILDREN. 


Mr. GRIMES asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 


290) providing for the education of colored chil- 


dren in the city of Washington, District of Co- 
lumbia; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GRIMES. In order that there may be no 
misapprehension as to what this bill seeks, I de- 
sire to say now, before it is referred, that, accord- 
ing to the census of 1860, there are three thousand 
one hundred and seventy-two colored children in 
this District. The amount of real estate then and 
now owned by colored persons within the Dis- 
trict is in value $650,000. There is now levied a 
tax upon that property amounting to $36,000. 
The school tax, as | sadsehind. is ten per centum 
of that amount, or $3,600, which goes to the sup- 
port of schools which are devoted exclusively to 
the education of white children. This bill simply 
provides that the tax which is levied on the = 
erty of colored persons shall be used exclusively 


I read it myself, and I did not think | 
|| it would be of very essential benefit to us. 


| 


j 
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re P ; 
in the education of colored children. | move that 
the bill be referred to the Committee on the Dis- 


It || trict of Columbia. 


The motion was agreed to. 


TAXES IN INSURRECTIONARY DISTRICTs. 
Mr. DOOLITTLE asked, and by unanimous 


consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No 

292) for the collection of direct taxes in insur. 
| rectionary districts within the United States, and 
_ other purposes; which was read twice by ; 
| title. . 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. This is in substance the 
| same bill which L once before introduced to the 
Senate, and which was referred to the Committe. 
| on Finance, and was reported back to the Senate 
and laid upon the table; but by some accident j, 
has been postponed indefinitely, the mover | haye 
no doubt not knowing what the nature of the bj) 
was. I move that it be printed, and laid on the 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SUMNER. | ask if this differs from the 
bill originally introduced ? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. It is that bill with some 


its 


|| modifications. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill from the House of Representatives 
(No. 391) to punish the practice of polygamy in 
the Territories of the United States, and other 
places, and disapproving and annulling certain 
acts of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory 
of Utah, was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


OLIVER SPENCER WOOD. 


Mr. THOMSON. | ask the permission of the 
Senate to call up Senate bill No. 282, which will 
give rise to no debate. Itisa very shortand very 
plain bill for the relief of Oliver Spencer Wood, 
_reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
The report which is very short explains the case. 
I move that the bill be taken up. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 
282) for the relief of Oliver Spencer Wood was 
read the second time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to direct the 
| proper accounting officers of the Treasury to ex- 
amine and settle, on principles of equity, the ac- 
counts of Oliver Spencer Wood, late temporary 
naval storekeeper for the United States squadron 
on the African station, and to make him such al- 
lowances, subject to the approval of the Secretary 
of the Navy, as under the circumstances shall ap- 
pear to them reasonable and just, not to exceed 
the deficiencies with which he now stands charged, 
amounting to the sum of $1,620 97. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time. It was read the third time, and passed. 


FRANCIS HUTTMANN. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move to take up House 
bill No. 406. It will lead to no discussion, and 
will not occupy more than one minute of the time 
of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H.R. 
No. 406) for the relief of Francis Hiittmann was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treasury 
to adjust the claim of Francis Hiittmann for re- 
turn of tonnage and light duties illegally exacted 
and paid by him on the Peruvian bark Callao, at 
the port of San Francisco, California, on the 5th 
day of September, 1848, amounting to $124 80, 
and also import duties collected in excess upon 
the cargo of the vessel, amounting to the sum of 
$350 16, and to pay him the amount due. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to a third reading. It 
was read the third time, and passed. 


NAVY CONTRACTS., 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will state that, if there are no further bills to be in- 
troduced, the business first in order is the unfin- 
ished business of the morning hour of yesterday, 
which is House joint resolution No. 66, author- 
izing the Secretary of the Navy to discharge con- 
tractors with his Department when they have 
furnished the amountestimated in their contracts, 
and fifty per cent. additional. 

Mr. POWELL. I move to take up the resolu- 
tion I offered a few days ago, directing the Sec- 
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retary of State to furnish the names of persons | 


arrested by his order in Kentucky. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senate will dispose of 
this joint resolution. It will take but a moment. 
We got nearly through with it yesterday, when 
we were interrupted by an executive session. | 
hope we shall dispose of that now. 

Mr. POWELL. I withdraw my motion for 

the present, but when the joint resolution is dis- 
nosed of I shall renew it. 
The consideration of the joint resolution (H. 
R. No. 66) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
to discharge contractors with his Department 
when they have furnished the amount estimated 
in their contracts, and fifty per cent. additional, 
was resumed as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I was not present in the 


Committee on Naval Affairs when this joint res- | 


olution was considered, although my attention 
was called to it by the chairman. 


A little reflec. | 


tion hasconvineed me there may be danger in pass- | 
ing the resolution. The difficulty is this: by the | 
general law regulating contracts and which ap- | 
plies as well to the Navy as to the Army, indeed | 


to all the Departments, nearly everything is pur- 
chased from the lowest bidder, after advertise- 
ment; but the amount of articles required is not 
always accurately specified, and thus sometimes 
the schedule of articles contains very few of one 
thing and very many of another. T 

is reserved to the Department always to increase 
any article demanded, and the contractor files his 
bid with that view. Now, I know many cases of 
fraud that have occurred in regard to this very 
matter. Contractors have filed bids offering to 
furnish certain articles thaf they knew would not 
be required at a very low price indeed, and many 
articles which they knew would be required in 


great quantity at a very high rate, gnd although | 


upon averaging their bid it might appear to be the 


lowest, yet with their knowledge of the business, || 


with their knowledge that a large quantity of the 
aricle for which they had bid a high price would 


undoubtedly be called for, they made large sums | 


out of the contracts. If this joint resolution is 
passed, a bidder of this kind would probably get 
great advantages, because if he found that some 


of the articles on which he bid low were called for || 
in quantity, he would have the contract set aside. || 
Mr. COLLAMER. Let the joint resolution be | 


read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Vermont 
asks that the joint resolution be read. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I wish to ascertain whether 
it is obnoxious to the objection. 


The Secretary read the joint resolution. 


Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman from Ver- | 


mont will see that, as is usual, a Jarge number of 


articles are bid for by acontractor, witha distinct | 


understanding that the Department may call for 
agreater number of one kind, ora less number 
of another. 
portant provision of the contracts, which is in- 
dispensably necessary in contracting for the Navy 
and the War Department, It seems to me that 
it would be better not to interfere with the law 
regulating contracts, unless the Judiciary Com- 
mittee or some committee having charge of the 
subject should examine it. The present law on 
the subject does not relate exclusively to the Navy 
Department; it relates to all the Departments; and 
I think a year or two ago a new law was passed 
regulating the manner in which the Departments 
should make contracts; and it seems to me it 
would be very unwise to change that law without 
full consideration. 


Mr. HALE. I believe that the particular mat- | 
ter referred to in this resolution is not a matter of 
law, but a matter of practice, and a matter of form | 


that the Departments use in making their con- 
tracts. 
refers undoubtedly has occurred; and complaints 
have been made in the public papers that it has 
been done with the connivance of some of the 
officers in the Navy Department, that these con- 
tractors have had knowledge of what they would 


This substantially defeats the im- | 


The evil to which the Senator from Ohio | 





j ; it. ; 
attention for a moment, I will tell him what, as I || mention a case that has occurred under our recent 
|| understood from the House of Representatives, || legislation. 


gave rise to this joint resolution. There was a 
contract entered into by some very honest and 
worthy gentlemen in the State of Massachusetts 


to furnish some article—at this moment I do not | 


know what it was—at a stipulated price. The 
contractors were men worth about forty thousand 
dollars. Soon after the contract was entered into, 
the article which they agreed to furnish rose in 
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For instance, a contract to furnish 


'| the Department with coffee has been made, run- 


ning, I believe, for a number of years; and by an 


act of Congress the duty on coffee has been in- 


| creased, and consequently the price has risen, The 


the market very much. ‘They were called upon | 


to furnish it at a much less price than the market 
price, according to the terms of the contract, until 
they actually failed, and the $40,000 they were 
worth when they commenced was all sunk by the 
Department exacting from them the rigid fulfill- 
ment ofthe terms of theircontract. You must have 
some confidence in your heads of Departments; 


you must have some confidence in their disere- 


tion, in their judgment, and in their honesty. This 
resolution simply authorizes—not compels—the 
Secretary of the Navy, where he sees a case like 
that, and the contractors have furnished the whole 
stipulated amount, and fifty per cent. in addition, 
to release them. Thatis all it does; and itseems 
to me, as long as we have honest officers at the 


_ head of the Departments, there is no difficulty to 


he privilege | 








want and what they would not want. This joint || 


resolution does not require these contracts to be 


the Navy power to release contractors in cases 
where he sees that injustice is being done, where 
they have furnished everything they contracted 
to furnish, and fifty per cent. additional. 

If the Senator from Vermont will give me his 


es but simply gives to the Secretary of || 


1} 
+t 


} 


| 


i 


be apprehended from its passage. 

Mr.SHERMAN. 
esty of the head of any Department. I merely 
look to the general effect of such legislation. ‘Take 


the case mentioned by the Senator from New || 
_ Hampshire; if the article falls in value, the Sec- 
| retary goes on and is compelled by law to get the 


article from that contractor, all that he requires of 


| it for the service during the fiscal year, although 


the article may have fallen largely in value; but 
yet, under the operation of this resolution, if the 
article goes up in value, so that the contractor 
loses money, the Secretary may discharge the 
contractor. Thus the contract will always be 


| against the Government. If the article goes down, 
and is cheapened to the contractor, so that he can | 
furnish it at a great profit, the Department is | 


bound to take the article from him, all that is re- 
quired during the fiscal year; but if the price goes 
up, So that the contractor loses money, the De- 


oe may discharge him from his contract. | 
et me state a case that was given to me by the | 


Superintendent of Public Printing. It seems that 


| bids were filed for farnishing paper, and among 
’ > 


the items named was a class of paper that is not 
now used, very expensive paper, which formerly 
was used here in Congress. The contractor, 
knowing that it was not used, bid on this article 


| a very low figure indeed, so low that when they 


came to sum up the aggregate his bid was the 
lowest, although on the articles that he would 
actually be required to furnish his bid was higher 
than others. The law compelled the Superin- 
tendent of Public Printing to give the contract to 
the man whom he knew would get the most money 
from the Government. In order to avoid that, 
after the contract was made, the Superintendent 


| of Public Printing made a requisition on the con- 


tractor for this expensive class of paper. The 


| contractor came to him and said, ‘* what do you 


want of this paper? I cannot furnish it for three 
times what] shall get for it.”” The Superintendent 


said, ‘‘ very well; you agreed to do it, and by | 
agreeing to it you gota large price for other pa- | 
per.”? Thatis the case as presented there. Under | 


the operation of a bill like this, if the same prin- 
ciple was extended to him, the Superintendent of 
Public Printing might release the contractor from 
this hard part of the bargain, and yet he could 


not release the contractor from the other; the con- | 


tractor would not desire it. I think that all laws 
regulating the mode of contracting with the Gov- 
ernment should be made carefully, and should not 
be changed except after full consideration. In 
making this objection, I certainly do not question 
the honesty or integrity of the Secretary of the 
Navy, but I say simply that the rule ought to be 
applied rigidly in every case. 

Mr. GRIMES. This is a new question to me, 
and I should like to be informed whether or not 
the public service requires this change. Is that 
the view of the Department? 

Mr. HALE. 
view of the Department. They do not think the 
public service does require it. It is an act of jus- 
tice to contractors. And while I am up, if the 


I do not question the hon-"| 





Ido not think that that is the | 


contractors have applied for relief to the head of the 
Navy Department, who has informed them that he 
has no power to relieve them,and they must go on, 
That is only one of aspecies of cases. The public 
service undoubtedly, so far as the matter of econ- 
omy is concerned, does not require it. It is a 


| matter of relief to honest contractors, reposed in 





| which will occup 
| up a bill with a view to its recommitment. 


the discretion of the head of the Department. But 
as there seems to be some opposition to it, I will 
consent that the joint resolution shall lie over, 


/ and I will consult the Department about it, and 


see what their views are. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolu- 
tion will be postponed. 


WASHINGTON CITY RAILWAY. 


Mr. POWELL. I now renew my motion, 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask the Senator from Ken- 
tucky to give way toenable me to make a motion 
but a moment. I desire to call 


Mr. POWELL. I yield. 
Mr. MORRILL. IL ask the Senate to take up 


| Senate bill No. 178, with a view to its recommit- 


ment. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate re- 


| sumed the consideration of the amendments of the 
| House of Representatives to the bill (S. No, 178) 


to incorporate the Washington and Georgetown 
Railway Company. 
Mr. MORRILL. I now move that the bill and 


| amendments be recommitted to the Committee on 





the District of Columbia. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ARRESTS IN KENTUCKY. 


Mr. POWELL. I now renew my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator 
from Kentucky moves that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, 
directed to inform the Senate how many residents or citi- 
zens of the State of Kentucky have been arrested or re- 
moved from said State by his order or direction, and con- 
fined or imprisoned outside of the limits of said State, since 
the Ist of September last; that he state the names of the 
persons arrested, and the camps, forts, or prisons where they 
are or were confined ; how long they and each of them have 
been imprisoned; and that he give the number and names 
of the persons so arrested and imprisoned who have been 


| released, and the names of the persons so arrested who are 


still confined, and the place or places where they are im- 
prisoned ; and that he report to the Senate the names of all 
the citizens of Kentucky that have been imprisoned by his 
orders. 


Mr. SUMNER. The other day, as the Sena- 


| tor from Kentucky will remember, I opposed the 


taking up of the resolution. I shall not oppose the 
motion to take up now, but when the resolution is 
taken up, I shall offer a substitute. 

The motion of Mr. Powe t was agreed to; and 
the Senate proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. SUMNER. NowI move to strike out all 
after the word *‘ resolved,’’ and insert the follow- 
ing: 

That the President of the United States be requested to 
communicate to the Senate, if in bis opinion not incom- 
patible with the pubic interests, any information in his pos- 
session touching the arrest of persons in Kentucky since the 


Ist of September, 1861, and their imprisonment beyond the 
limits of that State. 


Mr. POWELL. Itrustthe substitute will not be 
adopted. The resolution that I offer is specific, for 
calling for information from the head of one of the 
Departments of this Government who, as is well 
known to the whole country, has been ordering 
the imprisonment of citizens of the State I have 
the honor in part to represent in forts beyond the 


| jurisdiction of the State. I think | understand per- 


feetly the object of the substitute of the Senator 
from Massachusetts. Ihave seen a studied desire 
exhibited here by some Senators at least to prevent 
any information touching the imprisonmentof per- 
sons by the Government. I know that the Sen. 
ator from Illinois [Mr. Trumputi) early in this 
session offered a general resolution on this subject, 
which, after some little debate, was referred tothe 
Judiciary Committee, and it sleeps there to-day. 


| The object is to withhold the information from the 
| people. That is apparent from the very wording 


of the Senator’s substitute, that the President be 


Senate will indulge me a single moment, I will i requested to give this information “ if in his opin- 
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ion not incompatible with the public interest,”’ 


and under that] have no doubt we shall getareply 
that itis not compatible with the public interest 
tv give this information, In my judgment, the 
object is to avoid the information I seek. 

Mr. CLARK. Will the Senator allow me to 
ask him one question ? 

Mr. POWELL. With pleasure. 

Mr. CLARK. Itis, whether he desires this 
information if it is incompatible with the public 
interest ¢ 

Mr. POWELL. I will answer that it cannot 
be incompatible with the public interest. I be- 
lieve this amendment is resorted to for the pur- 
pose of a dodge, to prevent the information being 
given. Thatis my opinion; 1 may be mistaken. 
What harm can result to the country from the 
Secretary of State giving to the Senate the names 
of such persons as have been imprisoned by his 
order in forts beyond the limits of the State of 
Kentucky ? 
it. The resolution is directed to a Department, a 
Department which has been charged in the public 
papers with arresting and imprisoning citizens of 
the country, and imprisoning them, too, against 
law; for there is nota Senator here but knows 
there is no law that authorizes the Secretary of 
State to arrest a person in one State without war- 
rant, without charge, and transferring him beyond 
the limits of that State and confine him for six, 
seven, or eight months in a prison. No Senator 
will claim that there is any constitutional or legal 
warrant for such a proceeding. I wish to ebtain 
this information, and I call for it from the head of 
that Department, who, it has been announced in 
the public journals, and | know it personally, has 
ordered the arrestof some citizens of my State. | 
do not wish it to be dodged in any form whatever. 
If the Secretary of State has not imprisoned these 
persons by his order, let him answer to the Sen- 
ate, and say he has not, and that will be an end of 
it. If he has imprisoned any, it is right that the 
Senate should know it. I do not like this kind of 
secrecy, this throwing of responsibility from one 
Department to another, Such secrecy is becoming 
the cabinets of despotic Governments, but cer- 
tainly itis not becoming the heads of departments 
of a free Government. 

Sir, the Representatives of the State of Ken- 
tucky, in my judgment, have submitted to this 
thing without clamor or complaint already too 
long. I put it to Senators whether, if their con- 
stituents were taken by twenties and hundreds 
and imprisoned in this way, without law, they 
wou!d not make incessant clamor here to obtain 
information on the subject, and to hold up the 
parties who thus violated the Constitution and 
laws of the country to the scorn and contempt of 
the people. It would be their duty todo it. There 
have been efforts made to get this information, in 
some form or other, since the commencement of 
this session. I hope the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts may be voted down, and 
that the resolution may be adopted. 

Mr. SUMNER. The resolution proposed by 
the Senator from Kentucky is peremptory in form, 
and isaddressed directly to the Secretary of State. 
It calls upon him, without reference to existing 
public interests, to make a certain communication 
to this body with reference to his conduct in an 
important matter. 
at this moment, to go into the question the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky chooses to precipitate upon 
the Senate. 1t may be that some of those arrests 
were made without the proper sanction of law. 
On that I say nothing. 
for that discussion, at least in my opinion; noram 
I disposed, by my vote, to see the Senate per- 


No wrong certainly can result from | 


_THE CONGRESSIONAL 


_ are passed by this Senate asking for information | 





GLOBE. 





depart from its customary rule of conduct. It is 
enough, sir, that if the President of the United 
States deems this information not incompatible 
with the public interests we shall have it; if he 
deems it incompatible with the public interests we 
shall not have it, and I do not want it under such 
circumstances, 

Mr. POWELL. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts the other day objected to this resolution be- 
cause it was specific, and called for information 
concerning the citizens of Kentucky only. A little 
before that there were objections to a resolution 
asking for such information, introduced by the 
Senator from Illinois, [Mr. TrumButt,] because 
it was too general. ‘The Senator seems to waive 
that ground this morning, and asserts that it is not 
usual to demand of the Secretary information in 
this way. Why, sir, this resolution is in the very 
form of perhaps four fifths of the resolutions that 


from the head of a Department. When you de- 
mand it of a head of a Department, you direct him 
to give it; you order him to give it. When you 


| ask it of the President, the usual form is to accom- 


pany it with the phrase, ‘ if notincompatible with 
the public interest.’? This resolution is in the 
precise form in which it has been the custom of 
the Senate, certainly since I have been a member 


| ST the body, to pass such resolutions. 


The Senator says he will not go into a discus- 
sion of the question as to whether the Secretary 


| of State has transcended the powers that he can 


| never. The Senator has too much ability ever to | 


legitimately exercise in his office. 1 suppose the 
Senator will never go into that discussion—never, 


attempt in this or any other forum to prove that 


| the Secretary of State, under the Constitution and 


laws of the United States, has power to arrest 


| without warrant, without charge, a citizen in any 


Now, sir, | am not disposed, | 


The time has not come | 


emptorily call upon the Secretary of State to ren- | 
der an account of his conduct in those premises. | 
Whatever that functionary has done, he has done | 


under the order of the President of the United 
States, who himself is completely responsible for 
it. Whatever the President has sanctioned, he has 


sanctioned under all the responsibilities of his high | 
position and the responsibilities of his oath. Shir, | 
it is customary to call upon the President tocom- | 


municate with this body, so far as, in his opinion, 
such communication shall not be incompatible 
with the public interests. That limitation I have 
thought it proper that the Senate should adopt on 
this occasion; nor did anything which fell from 
the Senator from Kentucky just now lead me to 
believe that the Senate, on this occasion, ought to 


State of this Union and bave him transferred and 


imprisoned for months in a fortress beyond the || 


limits of that State. We shall never have that 
discussion here. The Senator says it may be in- 
compatible with the public interest to give this 


| information, and this is not now the time to meet 


| it. When will be the time, sir? 





I had always 
been of opinion that in a free government, when 


any one transcended his power and overthrew the | 


laws of his country, and committed acts of op- 
pression upon the meanest and the most humble 
citizen of the State, that that was the time to in- 
vestigate it. These are things that should admit 


of no delay among a people who love liberty and | 
I suppose we shall never | 
reach the time when those who are overthrowing | 
the Constitution of your country and oppressing | 


constitutional right. 


the citizen, and their peculiar friends, will think 


that these things should be discussed. They never | 


want them discussed. I am free to say thatin my 
judgment no Senator will ever attempt to show 
that the Secretary of State has not violated both 
the law and the Constitution of his country, and 
that he has not oppressed citizens without right. 
It is a subject that I suppose will be forever 
waived, 

But, sir, I want this resolution to pass as I have 
proposed it. Itisusual. Itis customary. I want 
no avoiding of this matter. I hope the substitute 
of the Senator from Massachusetts will be voted 


down and the resolution adopted. I ~7 ask what | 
I am confident every Senator on this floor would | 


ask for his constituents were they placed in the 
same situation that mine are. Ifany Senator will 
get up here and assert that the rights and the lib- 
erties of the poorest, the meanest, the most de- 
graded constituent in the borders of the State he 
represents have been overthrown by any officer 
of the Government, from the very highest to the 
very lowest, I will vote for any resolution of in- 
quiry on the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from Kentucky will suspend his remarks. The 
morning hour having expired, the further consid- 
eration of this resolution is superseded by the 
special order of the day. The special order of the 
day is Senate bill No. 151, to confiscate the prop- 
erty and free the slaves of rebels. The Senator 
from Vermont (Mr. Co..amer] moves an amend- 
ment to that bill to strike out all after the enacting 
clause and insert, in form, a new bill. 
question the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Brown- 
ine] has the floor. 

Mr. POWELL. 1 will ask the indulgence of 
the Senator from Illinois to allow the vote to be 


On that | 


ee 


I shall not discuss ; 


t 


|| taken on this resolution. 
myself any further. 

Mr. BROWNING. Ifthe vote can be ob 
at once, | will not object. 

Mr. POWELL. I shall not say another word 

Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. I do as 
think itcan be taken atonce. It will occupy z 
time yet. 

Mr. BROWNING. Then I shall not 

Mr. POWELL. Very well, sir. 

CONFISCATION OF PROPERTY. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill (S. No. 151) to confiscate the property and 
| free the slaves of rebels, the pending question 

being on the amendment offered by Mr. Coury. 
MER In the form of a substitute. 

Mr. COWAN. Perhaps the Senator wil] giy. 
way to enable me to make the motion I submitted 
yesterday. 

Mr. BROWNING. I will, sir. 

Mr.COWAN. Iwill now make a motion which 
is in order—I believe it is in writing at the Secre- 
| tary’s desk—to refer all bills now before the Sey. 
_ ate relating to the forfeiture and confiscation of the 
| property of rebels to a select committee of seven, 

to be appointed by the Chair for that purpose, | 
alter the number to seven. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
| from Pennsylvania moves that the pending bij), 
together with the substitutes and amendments 
offered to that bill, be referred to a select commit. 
tee of seven members. This opens the whole sub- 
ject embraced within the motion to discussion, and 
the Senator from Illinois is entitled to the floor, 

Mr. HALE. I rise’to a question of order on 
that motion: whether it is in order to move to re- 
fer a bill that is not before the body. There is 
one bill before us; and it may be in order to refer 
that, but it isnot in order to move to refer a bill 
not before us. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator’s 
motion is to refer the bill now under considera- 
| tion, and all substitutes or amendments to the bill 
to a select committee. 

Mr. HALE. And all pending bills, I under- 
stand. Let the motion be read. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

That all bills, substitutes, and amendments relating to 
the punishment of rebels and the forfeiture and confisca- 


tion of their property be referred to a select committee of 
seven, to examine and report upon the same. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion 
is in order. The Senator from Illinois is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. BROWNING. Mr. President, I do not 
regard the time devoted to the discussion of the 
bill before us as misspent. It involves great ques- 
tions and great consequences, and ought to be 
well, wisely, and maturely considered. If I were 
satisfied its passage would tend to subdue the re- 
|| bellion; to restore peace, harmony, and fraternal 
| regard between the people of the different sections 

of this unhappy land; to bring back erring and 
| disobedient citizens to their allegiance, and to re- 
store the now contemned authority of the Gov- 
ernment in every part of the country; even then 
I should feel constrained to pause and inquire 
whether, compatibly with the very solemn obli- 
gation I, in common with all other Senators, am 
under to observe and maintain inviolate the Con- 
stitution, I could give it my support. But when 
the strong conviction of my mind is that its pas- 
sage will be attended with precisely the opposite 
results; that it will strengthen rebellion instead of 
subduing it, widen the breach instead of closing 
it up, alienate instead of conciliating, and weaken 
instead of reéstablishing the power and authority 
of the Government; and when, in addition to all 
this, I believe its enactment would be a gross vio- 
lation of the Constitution, [ cannot hesitate as to 
'my duty. On this occasion, I will not trespass 
long upon the attention of the Senate, confining 
myself mainly to some of the most prominent and 
striking of the constitutional objections to the bill, 
and to a reply to the leading arguments of the 
mover of the bill in its support. Before, how- 
ever, proceeding to do this, Fasuise to remark for 
| a moment upon the complaints of my colleague 
at what he is pleased to call the misrepresentations 


ained 


SOme 


give way. 





of the Senator from Ser and myself of 


1 the features of his bill. He complains of it as & 
|| misrepresentation to charge that it ‘* strikes at all 
|| the property of every kind and character of all 
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